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2.1. 5* toPR"T * to^ prto tow ^ ^ ^ (toto) * Ml 

eftod MftoldP> . ^ ^TfPt PWP P> tom p) fcT? TTTm mm P* tor 4 28 to 2007 mt ^ ^Tt^fT 

mf^cT fton ani pf torn is stor 2007 P*t wmr tt. 89 frt w pt mm 3 torcjjto toT mm *ni 

2 . 2 . ^mjcKi trjcP) tom p> tot 4, tottofnw 3 tom cf?r toten <& to to m* tow 7^ ^ 

2007 srt rw 3 ffto mfew toT an i Tito tomr m? mm mnto ^ tol y SrjfFRT to f? 

P»t aft | F^T yi(^4)^ u l ^ pfttottocT FTP to ^ tofen to<P PP ato 3Ttot toffe 19 PJP 2008 FRT 
fton torairi pf tom 2 pp i 2008 mt prf p; mm 4 to#n tor wain 

2.3. 3tor 2009 3 toP^RT >McMv ; d P* F^FT P$t tot 31 ftoR 2009 mT Wcf *t Tft «ftl ^ 

2009 3 ^^tflyc r sro Am toi mm wi? mto 4 Met *t mr, ftonj jm tornm ^ to tom tow 

31 to 2010 gRT P> pmp P>t toT 30 ftom? 2010 ?W tolftfi PR tof PT, to MRfl to 

to to mgcP> 3 31 ftoR 2009 tor pt to mftto cf m m\ 3 ^ tom £ tom totto toto, to 
to A x jto ; mtorfto ton ptfipt i 

31 2005 4> TRJcP» RmiPl^mf PP 7PF 3.1.2. PFTttTP RTRT/fayft cPfcw toPWP> 'ft PF 3?to PRfiT t f% 

tom <fr ^1 toter % ppt ^ m 3 to to to tr}cp> P>t tor ^ to wn tramp Fifew tot to 

tofcT 3, 41^4) 4Uid mt 3PRI mRTTF 30 facRR 2009 cW FTfed PR to PlflP «TT i aT^WRPTt $ t ^TcT, 

^ yil^P?y» i ^ srjTtcf ton an f^ trcttp Pitor Pto ^ to F^r w ^ 24 w? 2009 jw mr 
wi fto m f^ tom to ^ tomto <f ^ mtor ^tocT ^ rrto ^ nfto nrtot # toto^w Pt 
sntot mt fmrto tonarr^tot^^^^tot^Ftoftormt rmito ton an pfr to to P?t 
p>ptot 3 f 1 ?n n^en ^ to ts ftom 24 « 2009 m to mm ^ mm mm $ 

to mm rntof ton «ni 

3 . 2 . #?to4to Erffl tot TRmp ^i to M ^sn to to ttrp^i P>t 7 t^ t- 

1. PPfR 

(i) . # m i 4ton mT aSft~to t^tr ^t t to to mrpmen ^ f? ^ ^ 

mto am P?t ntor mr sfto ntoicm 4 pm a#w ^ If 1 mF ^ tor? nrnm vsm^ n 
ftto, w tow ntown ntotot affc ^tototo toftoft P?t Pn4to m toto % 
ton to mr ti 

(ii) . tow pst 2006 M 8.29 nra tol ^ p^pr 2008 ^ cTWT 11.99 efra to}, ^n 1 1 

(iii) . z\mm p>^hci i ^ to rifp torrtof mt toicf ^f to to to htfp tot p>f tom to p> 

fetv toto fton t afrr wr Ttot toiaft ^ m 50 £ tom tow tot ^ Tmi 
v^T f I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 
f^T7 ^ tot tf*TR tolcT *TRte A *ie<jqp[a tej te tolte ^ alcHI-tJcm *t 

ftto wr % tern tetot £ tor tor £ ^ toto tot tet a?R temT to te M 

^ -flro to Tjte a io to e insto to toro. ate eri to 'tf'tol £ I tet 

sr^Hpft 3 f^FRTT tot antei 

few ffyqoi v 

^ tef TR, te ^ 3ffq> tote SfRHcT to^R te^T few «w 4 > *W ^ to 

f I ^ teflT WIT t fe te^R to 3TFT tool tefefl fte uto afa ^ feR ^ ^ ^ ^ 
te % tf^t urm ^3TT few cffo Fte <T> fcR fete ^ teFT ten 'toI ^TT C\^H 

ftotecT tem *t fteT vjTTcTT t tetfei 3TT^M feRPR *JF te?R RFTT tot 

teT WT ^RhTT yR cFI> few Rfa to ?^FTT tot WTcTT t afa ?fi te ^ ^ Hkid^ te 
to ^FRT WTT fecTT 11 (l) atotet Plftel tot ^T WT 'M‘T>ai, ( 2 ) ^ 

WTT ftcTT t te ( 3 ) teR to te 3 Kn^te ^<TRT yfT te, jftto ^ f^R ^^.T, 

W1EFT tern fte te ^t wm fton w ti stotoi, to 1000/- te form cte OT WR 
RjcT ^r wra fter 7 rm 11 m^T 3>T ?teTd 3Rct ^ WT fe^ cffa> to 

totot to Ito ^R qRxiHc^ fRT Tto^T ^tom tptr wm R) 2000/- ti ^r tor ^ fto 
'iivit'M ^VPt 1 

arrom ^ fcR fa*g& 

^RT tRcTT ¥t W1 ^ fcR ufclHH*' 2 f^t ^ 3TRTTcF %FT WJR^ nRepf^m ^Rn 
f I ^tocT fto 3frfm ^ ^ 

11 aroTrsrr, ^mipfi armm ttcI^Iwt trM tii?^ OT sii^fcln ^to>ft $ fto ^ 
cKilf^) tot 3 prt to to^R ai^tot #RRje3> atotot ^ tto tot ^ «(i^ j ^ ^ 
to 11 totot 3 f^fto ar^T : gtoi ^ aimm totot ^ fto ftor 7 ftt 11 

^rfto, 3 rmm toto ^ fto arfw Rr:^> ton! ^t toj^rr 3 ftot ^ ^r ^r 2 itoj^to ^t 
5nmm ftoT w 11 arcrmr, Ri:^> toto ^ toR ^ ^ toftt ^t 

f^tot ^ aicFT wn toto #tt toft> trM armm^ tor?^ a mwr fto^ft ^ toto 
tot to i to mtot ^ Ito tor^ i^rt totor totot ^i fto^r to w?t ^rr 
to 

w ^ __ 

^ fto^R 2009 ^ tom 2 to ^ne tot *o 115 tom ^t Rrto fton 6 1 tto ^ 

^r arito^r Rtor *r ytot to^m to to tot £ fto, tototoR^ to ^ ton to^T w to 
^Tfpr ^?u ^ptt afto, ^5^ to “4t ^ht ton ?toto, to ^ tom tortos tohr tot 
Tjrgto ^ fto cn^^mr vz tomr ^ ^to ^r vnm ftm ti ^ tomr ftoto WT^w^to 
ynto to toto to ^ tom 2000 site ^ totot ^ ^ fto toftotocT to 

toito m wto wt t! ^ ^t ™ tofaer iw ^ rwt 3 yftom totom w t 
ftor Rter ^ toto ten w ti tote^r ^ arjto t f^ ftem to arfSRjte tor to 
Ti^rm cmm to w\ ^to i fto tototote to to*ft to amran ^nw ^r ^ito 

wtoM 


2008 ^ tom wftor ™m 1199618 «n 1 #to ^ toktto> 2009 $ tom 

el l dKMK* !, tote *t toto?FTR te^R ^itlRlM^c; cted ^ ^fTFT eiWT 6 term ^ <v m telT 

yfn? teto arto to 3 3 stem cfp nto, tetote nmiait nn w#f hft^ te to t to 

anto ^5 tot ^r rwt 8 te?m tote to atom to mte 11 tetoto ^ tote ^ 4 ^ 

2009 ^ mR^hh mto fto f i itoto, 2010 ^r toto ^ man tetften tet totete^^T ^ 
^toft, % tot, ?W ^ 4 * Hl^td ^ tet? WT ^ \3to WTO ^ te TPTTWto ?Vll l 
?toto, ^ ^te to tet t fo 2010 A ^ ^Tcw w ^t 35 te?m to tote arto ir eTRI 








lw\ III^-7§P5 


T$? | 


yjr^nri ?rr& *ft#fWh?ci ^rrar cr 

43^ 36 5rfrT9TcT ft uTT^ft dffa f 

^Tvaw 



■ 750000 ft umpft | 2010 3 ^ 

4MW)4K'd 800000 


- — 7 j - > 

Sl 1 *^ *° 47 **» * * #1 vn * <fcft 4Hw 

WTO 33 « Wta-i 3>T agon rPTHT ^ far[ mnf^r. 5« 3HI $ ir*rr »irb * afc 27 

% 30 i aft artfM 3fcR « aq=mH 


2008 sfa 2op« * >n! fan ir anEnffe ^ f , ^ afcilfoifaRw w 

cJtV vtrillrf r£l UT3T %T morih ■3 “ wm 4 ■ ■■ . —_ « ^ 


# 31^ ttorc ^t *?RJT ^T ftajor «FTR 
3WT t f&rii mv wT?fmm $ v&m # ^ 
i^Nr Mt cft2o^^i 

40 q>te 3rrarp?t asfa ftiifef 
H ( #*£3 20-49 ?*rafpw; 


5*fp ViCft>/fyvq] *fJcf 40 t$e <r>^»i'ff ^t ^R5jy 

Stiff | cJSflft, Tfff ^ ’HM'Juf t f% ^TW 
wf ^t # 40 qte #FHf ?Rsw £| ^ 

ft *TF|f $ fferocTT £1 ftWt 5 gift 

4Wt Wrtifod f^T w t: 



2006 

2007 

2008 .2009 

120 : 40 
SOT3 

1-34 

1.34 

1.36 1.3$t 


<*, #Eft^cr * *lfog gift* % 136 tR f^R ftRir f, 


----- 

200g 

2007 

’1 11 H# 

2008 

2009 

Ml r 

88.12 

r8713 

84.^6 


fS ®WH # 3 


^ If pt B^frf £ l 


*f#K*J 3IPJ 

^ * *** "M'tf 3JI* * to! TOFJ ¥5 ipft TOt ^ ^ 
^ *a= infim *?_& r *-' 3rar'^ nra>fa it fei; ^ ^ a 

S*ASS 55 ? fear 00313? 3 i£fter 7 Sil 

^m L , *? ra ^ WEIr:,in ^ ^ #il^ 


ijfRPf ^F? 

tiwiw 


2007 

200S4M 

J!?lW 

2000 t 

10529&3 

1447138 

852401 

475 

h M6 

143 • 

45 

38 

17 
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arara vv-vifc *raoH * ■iM.fl’fria * a* * wft f i s* stara 

>f5R>H <**? * 38 * TO 17 fHT tl TO 18 Ufa #£{,* 3^ 9 

3n^K T7 ‘H<5 N ^ STJHpff t^TT W tl 


2009 <TC> SfSJcfT yMif^T hR'AmR^h disc'd ^ ^ 

<tt? ft TsrRt 3 ^ieft ftft, fteR mRamM ^ ft hw ftjd #n i ^ 

cRS qkfft qRwififr ft «R BRT ^ iff fcl ftl ftH ^ 10 

3T^t cftei ^nft fft tot t afa wft 0 ft *f ftro 0 ? yft 0 

feT^J 15 yfrRRT Tfffo> 0? ^ TO 4>f *lf 11 


wwiMKHiami pirni qim«u xi tiqj «p « wn aa&! , , 

0t 0f 2007 3fR 2008-09 3> ^TFT ^0 20.83 ft? 0 *Je?T 0 f^J^03O50d 0 

3ft ftt ift ftsCT W<T ^ aft I f^l ^ tR ft*fo ft 1R. ft ^T ft 

cTFTcf it ftt M 1 I ^ W WTFl 7T^ t, ^rfeP? ffr 7MW ^ MfSm 

ijyft 3 vJM^fcT: 3icFr ft 0? £1 


IV. *TO 3Fp0 

_ cZRTf g> aggreafo Tftftftft gTTT flfitftRtT ft 5* tcT? mN^cM^ 

^5 W~~ 1 smR 

^PUH4gfl 2009 H 42% TOTtj^t PlHCN 

2010 3 40% ftft tof£& faron 2010 3 tq t 



^ fft MR0<0ft ft dlfcl0l^ <& 0£ £ 


2010 3 40% 


2011 12 A 5.8% 



%-ftTOcJnT 

ft? 


ftoft eftI 2010 H 10% 


ftf 4?r WTT 3^fer Wt T7 Rw 

M t i _ 

iTRtftq 0N^ 3lR f^PR 

^ tmi 2009 ^ f^ ^ ^ t ^ 

2007 3fR 2008 3 ^ ^ 

^3T^TR|| __ 

Rwcl 3 ^ 0)^ *1^ I 


cTFTcT 


cf> (elk; 5.8 
yfcfTTcT yTf^0 

2010 3 11.26% 


TOR 


if t? 



311^41 f^TFIT 

TO _ 

elRlO 07R 
^pm 

3^7 

07R 


?tq qqf ^ feFJ 10 
yfci^rd 

2010 ^ ci^ 10 

ulema __ 

2010 ^ 10% 


Tmra 


2009 ^ feT^ 07df«T0 
ITd^tcT q5f ^ 


^ 3 ^ t iSSi ^ 

afN '^tvjfci ^ _ 

ata A TTPTT^I wt _ ^”io yRl^id” 
t10 TftTiq'IT ^ I __ 


f^FFT cqq 


^psf cpfl c^ fcTsJ 10 
gggn cllfe 

2010 W 10% 


HIHdra 


2011 3 12% 


eft WMK c2jq yft cRdd ^ 

yteftrof cA 031? ^ artfim #f I 




.1.1 








[TOT III—3*5 4] 


^ TO :• gTOTVTFT 



TOSTT Rbxi<| ^ 


3Tf*TO| 


^ afr 
TOfpff HJt 
cTOto ^T 


.. 2006 

v f 1 ^ * ta*f wtor ^ qtor It «fti 
™ to yfftrf <ft to tow $*r *mm * toto £ 

^ ^ 2006 ^ f^j tnr an^r 2ooe 4 f^rr 

W» * gn gffi , gg wt TOrofa t *m 

to«Ml ^ w ^micro ^ 

f^sR'tf <# tot anfte sffi ^r 

-- . _ ft"fa TO vwfW t vm v$rn$*i . 

^ jwr trfcfcifcfl ^ tot am to fW 

forft TOMlroff i> TOtoro fTOir «jii 

to ’ft ! toTOt ?> wflfccT to?p 
-^— _ fatlfoW * 3TTOR ii 


TO?r to 


#toftror TO !R?TW f: 

? tf T5 SLll ’^Jg, *»*w *»«*»■« ti <ro 

^ femPi^ to inftrTO iroft to TcTO an ft> ^ torr gyres if is 
TO*i?Tf% ; . * * 

frnftnawmr faaita ^ $ tomokt to =i* stros n* 

«n*JifaMfa*snrmfair#i ° J 


5. ##a<fhrH sro itftcr error ftroif * w n<rffa *rjnfa <farc jnam ate fata fafit famjj f : 
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J ^tSKn 5 fm m m mm* * ** ^ «*■ « ^ 

TRjkr irf^cr f%R Rl 
LfcfiT™ mm. *U 2005 « 

fem «n ft lift OT* ^^S terc^S wr «n«n t at s* f**H 5 fni 5 ^. 

^ w ym wtr (Ri^iq qiffe cF4l ^) mR^mIcici f^rr w ®n i 

8 Wta MPrtft atol * 3Rpm. * TO! 

^W4rai ^Wt#Tci uftsfe * wt 4 artftn n* <*i ^ ^ ^ 

feqW R? S^RTR #r foil 3 I 


TOM « «» #fen * ara* m * afirt^t ^ / UTl? SJS 

* ^ TOfi m acgsR f^ans^sra^^w^ ##€W^t * wro ^ «« 


RR Ry 

ff>M 

F 

FRT^ TRR 

#^l3WlTd tFT RTR 

m 

'{-imi^: 


(«)• 

^ersfrt^rcr y^di> f3*iiPl3?T 3 ^ 

\3cMK43dT <3 ddfcR' 1 ^ d>^1 

xjjf^ ! 3 RcTTR 3 fa vI'H^ 2009 3 

v3WI44k1T 3 ^TR 3R R& 27 ^ Tfcl ^T 

gfcT WZ HR ^ ^TRT F^TT falT 3, fa^3 

R#^T ^RR 3, ?IIHd 1<W didT i 


■^TTctyReT <F RdTFT R 7sF5 2.12 *i mtlllxO 
ifR^T d3 3 Sllftd fa^T RR i 


(ii). 

#M3lRcT 3 RR-1 ^ iftti 8 *R 31 ^ 
cnieR>T ^1 d3f RR SJT1 ‘'M<£faycT ^RF R^R 

fo c|RT dTf>fa R?JdP RFiR ^RR ^ 

RTflfacf y?jdn R^iPi4?i1 ^ 

11 

^rf TRRdR 1^131 3» 

{^Rr 1 ^ /14/ 2008-RRddT3#3l f3dfcp Rld«R 2008), 

(d. 34 f^TRP 12 Tl3 2009) 3 ^^JSF&I 

FR 3T1EIR dR 3 £ ^3 f ^RFR y^dP yRcpfeld 
f3>ill RR 3 1 

(ni). 

«RTFF t ftp vj'M^ Jjc^PfMk 0 ! 
^upfrfcf dFm ORTTf^T ^ 3TdRT 4T#PRT33 
smnf^cr ti #^f3WRd ?4n^ ^ ^ 
cbl4pRff<T ^ 3R[T#T?T TpIR ^ ^ 

dR i 

Ff 3 RF d31 ftFST F w yqhfctK w i tp|4H^K3 

T? STFUf^T 11 RW RT4-1 3 ftRj RJ FdR f34<-1 RT 
cf^ (wf-1 3 RF «TcTRTr RR 3 t% 

^rrr^fcT dlRR dlR^cT 3^ RRN 3HR% 3) 1 

(iv) 

^ 3 3Fr3 dT^T f3ro 28 Hlxj 2007 

^ 3E^k d. 14 (xi) H"RT ^^3141^'d ^ 3TRH 

OTcfe RRcll >4 ^TR ^1 TTdT? 31 sJl 

mfcp cf? T?jdP tft m$l d31dT ^ iw 

5Td T T~3Td 7 T Rfclf^W feR ellMd tZft^T ?T7T 

#?H31 RfciW srttRr dpm ^qi>Md ^41 

cRcTT 3 afrl Fdf^R F^ RFeW r 31 ydRRT dT TFPcTII 


^PTf^ItT 3FHI y<TlR atn< ^ , M < *>! timlcRlyd 
y^|[3cT WRt 3 ^fcRnf^T dTRT dc31 ^ ^1 


(V). 

(Tp). Rt 2009 31 WT ?1 ^>T 11 2009 £p 

yicll^lcf dl 1 ? Rlafl^/ di'frf qi^Plcp ^R ^ 

^f| . 

#tH3l 3 3R 3R31 d'yiRR 3Rfe Rl 4id^{ 

Cf3 ^ FRFRd f3ufrq cM cfR fcRIT 3 afR ^3dR ^ 1T3 

ef^ 31 Rl3 2009 <f>t RRTRT 15 R3PT1 ^ 3R^ ^ 
f^R 3RR ftR-*R 3l FRf^R, FT f^ttflR ^ 3> 3TFIR 
TR f^cfl3 yd3 ^33 1 tf3 2009-10 ^ cftt FFeT 31 FTTFT 








W^S^t m?, v: 
37#^ 3m>i | 


W 5 ^ 2009 ^ 2010 m yt TOrfty> 

I ^ 3ncfty> 3, arjc^ff #f ^ 3T5 *?r 
^I cH/^frf^T, qft 3TTmy> £t, foy vjfT^I 

"fa)* ^ 3 yif y> WJ*f y^gy t^T 

^T oTPT #T tilenf t eft y£ 2013 y> 3 RWpf 

^f| 


TOl<f)4K'd 5RT ytf 2006^-2009 ^ #T 

M 2010 ny> ^^jxief a r% » ' ^H #q ^ 
3^ Zjft <?ftf £f. g^TR 

v) hci^ ^wiy ?iy ymrftyy afa^f yzf' 

3J^n*ff gef-ir 

9^ecf> f^nPi^if wr ^ 2.13 ^r Tite^r ^ 
^ 3nterr tott t % yxrfeRT y?jey> ftsffar 
[ J^^ 1 * 1 ** f^TcTRT %y Tp? 3^pff y> #»f 3 
W^cr ter 3mf^ yft wrftr tr 

'tl'KiRta yRIST 3fa faerflq ftw^T y>t #t?TT y>t 
^1 ^ 3 m yrf#? 

^ Wf—7 y> #*f ^ 

^MMycf f#?faRsk1 W^/^?T | 


^ ^ to $ m mflfom ot m 

^ ^ff 2010 'dqfe ^ qi>m(^<D <i?ifr$ #pq yR y£ 

BSFWfl “- 


I , -w- — -i a MVMir I VI Vvl , , , M 

^ *K& ft*If £ aft? ^RfcTy ^ e!7*ff y>t WTF *TT^ 

j 201 M* *t mft * f# far ^ £ | ?# 3^2010 

vf5|}% ayj?y> y>T mry tor £ j 

3?fa<T?a»i ^yR £ 3ft? f#TcR yyfrqy qffqr^ 

y*£ tft yft£ #?T ^ £ #TT 3 * yjfcTOy 

*TO*-#y TR fozft 7RJT £ j 


W- cWf 3 m gjk ^Tcrl^TTy’ 
^ yf^r cfth ^ f^r^Tcrr ^t ^hh 
^ fcR ^M<ter m ^ct wmn fam A 

^ w f % ^ 3PT^ CIPRT 

f^Wf ^r ^?pff ^ 3ira ifc 
3!jq m %TR fem an | 3TR <fa 

3ih ^mj w^cRt ^ ^Nffl^rr 

3TR 3ffr cZJTJ c^t cTRIcT fyy?DT ^ aicPT ^ 
^T^T ^| 3TcPr q5t t T^RT 

oTRTT t eft ^ HcJRT cW 

cZR eTcfj y?WI^T ^ tel oq ^?TT| ?TT 
^ feP? UI'H'P'14) ^ajq yfa ijsft 
yf^tqfrfmf 3fk am ^ vjfpft tn%y i 

"(ST). ^q^T WcTH f^T ^ #rft€Wt^"T 
3T^ cTFRT f^p ft ^ ^fTWn^RT (tot 
^ ^ ^ ^ 3jt7 m it »ft am ^3t 

tl #^t%ef ^ ^ mv $ fM 
^MqWl Jns^T OT y^t M yf^K 

^ * ,c1mr ^ ft* ^ftt^fKjeT ^ 
y^s^n^Rr tort ^ ^yyt*T % fi^rt yrett 
3rf^<w ypft yft 3m ^ ^ «jr ^t 3 pt^ 


^^t i^j t m? $ tot: 

yf^ ^ ^t^t<Ti^\'ef ^rftqro wyj 
^ttyy^?T cry? yjpft y> ^r yftftfteq qy^ f i -g^ 

7Ff ^t i ftfl* y^ 3U^T ^r. 

^Ht/45 /2007- ^t - a^d f^Tfgr 19 ITT^ 2008 i I 
I0(vi) OT ^OTtt yt ^ ^ yjR ^1 
epT ft j yto>T?t .^t §5RT irfclftfe t 

3fR Wry W W WJ^TeT ^ 3TRW ^cZRT 
^nftoT |{ Wry, W Wff ^t 3^ ^eT 
^ra#. ^ ^ mf y?t ^*ft ^ ftiy ^ ^ 

ifran *t 3m MWtlT^ 3* 

W f « ffrclftffcr \%z jrtj^i y»t £ i 


#'• V_ ‘ M "”l™ ITJPHI VHK V3t10 

W feyr *mr £i ^q^m' 
M f m.'pf 3yr ^ ftm yjrarr^m y^ f^f 
yrf^i ^ JWPT aity y y^y jyfl 4 we ^pt ?r 
^r W £ | hR<ih(oi ^ft y>r *ft yw?^3n£y^ 
fwy w y*ny y>t #»tt ?t^ am ^ 3 t m t ^t fi 


WPT ft#? *t $QT Off ?w £ 


:3 -1/2011—2 
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TRWT 3 FPflfvjRT ^ <R yfcieTPT 3fk ^ ' gim 
3>T ar^TH cTHTETT £i kk? k, 
m^Mt kf Wlfkl 3Rk k fcTEJ yft 
TOmatom toff afk k to W> 

cT^Jtfr ?RFffuR kt 3TcFT to k «TR m*T 
f^5TJ TJT7 ijyfl WT T? fk^R 11 


u£T 2008 k 3TTCST k mf 2008 3fR 2009 WT ftolT «FT ton to RT t afR 

kk k fcHI 3Pjmfk?T nR^idM cZRTt cpT yft^ mo k m? f^RcTT elk WI cim klvij^ mk kk | 
249.37 to? SIT | ktkttolcT 5RT to wf 7 
k, ^ 2008 afa 2009 <Tff ^ fen? 3FfFFT kfcR 
k SJSIT Plto qRtllcM czrat cFT to mo 259.44 

to? t j toMkto ^ arto mT mrRT we 
to 3ffa PHdl mi PdH to l 


to 2007 k kwettoor k mg^m kt 3ffcm m, kt m? I fk ?em mmer msn? mm >ntod 
mtoT k ton, (circhicfn) tom toftokr k k fkm w t to qRkto kt fkto tR 

k tol IR mf 2006, 2007 to 2008 3 FcTFIT RT 11 
Hf^'tmfra^Tl k 'H<4>d to? k 6£M cTRTWf^tT 
H(on< jT k fclRsld *Je^ ^R mR^IcMcI [k±ll 

nm sit, tomfkk k ton toMtor SRi 
arkfaci mft n£r kk to kt msm k, amkt 

totSTT k TT^FI qi'Klfc|<ti 3TTtot k mRTFTn k 
ar#r ton kto A anto ftom 28 to 

2007 k arj^k k. 14 (v)( Tm)(vi) mr aTTctor 
W ktkttofTJH gfe to fk to 2006, 2007 

ajk 2008 3 toktokf k ^Rsimn k to 
sere totocr toktoto k fkto m? 

3l 



?m Tirtoq k arek atom torn 28 to 200? 

k 3EJ5&S ^T. 14 (fr}(^) 5RT iRT Tlct c^ 31^ 
^ 2007 % 2009 i aT^TPff 3 eTFET 4>t ^ 

wr ^f ci9>»fl0l ?jc«p ^ ^rth ^ ar^rfit 
t\ sfl % #lM%cr arto TPftSTT ^ WPI 7|? 

^ to Tito ^ ^ arnr^? Rittor artof 
<rft tr^ct toT intoito czm 

^ to tptpt ^ 1 1 am: 

^ 2007 ?T 2009 ^ 3TPRR P#RT aitof 
^ftcT ^ki 



mmwn -1 am arran mro 19 2006 

m 1 anrar 2008 % ^ wvwtftt 

’^t ^f 10 nftor cf% ^ ^ ar^rfcT 
# sfti #iM4to yM^ ^ ^ 
ar^HiPia aim anrcH afk gmitonaff ^ 
ar^TFff ^RTtfe?! ^cRTcW RsifrT $lfo?T 4k I 


2006-07 k fcp#T W k toFRT TPT^I#T t, 
kmfRT air^i 5^0 t^r ^ k tt k^n uTttptti esirk, 
toftn ^ 2005-06 ^ f% aito ^ Tmto 
to koTT w t % wm toto km mf aitmiR 
ton k smrnm arm k w k ^ton fkm w % 1 

(kkMktjer ^rt m^cf kr n^ armm? mtoiM k 
arto kt kk fkkF? mf 2004-05 (toRT M 2005 - 06 ) 
k to t m fk fkkm nk 2005-06 k toi anmiR 
mtorRk k kktoto mm nRmto *0 234.83 wsi 
k fkikd mo 226.38 ctm kt m? k cTmkkf km 
fkkRvi ton 1 1 emjmR, 3imnR yiRl^iRk k 3nkm 
to t fk ktkktoR kt arm k mo 6.43 cnrnr mr 
rnnrnkpr fkm mpn akto £ 1 ) 


mm ? k TRp k^iiikcT v^> k fkm nm t i 




3frt m^cR to t kt im tokr 
















[qm ill—4] 


W TT3m 



t % 2007 ^ 2009 m® 
**.* faajfWlifWift! sra Praffer 
JrJ® ^5^ sfilfoKr aiftftg * ajgiftOT 
TJ ”' «ni ft? wiir ft, aft* 

28 TO> 2007 *1 M ^ ft? (x) 

Wjnanrate=T^| 2007 % 2009 aqro g* 

*inT *“» a ^ «fefr 

mrr ft^r tf l^rr utptt ^t, 






Wjn* *m W ^fe-, ft* ^ 

^ ^ ^ foi# a? 
mr ti, ?* ftift 4. Pr-Pr 

HP* ’T g '' ^ **«W aft? wftPmr ft 

aft aftfcp 

Tni y | 12 0 flft<ia ^ f^flR 

3T7SJR ?ft 


to™ **«* 2007 ft 2009 TO tfa ftf g, 

B ' fl * aft a? fan? asrft 3 ? gafnr ftaiftfeft ft 
«kir a? aift sm an a^ara cnjpfi a* jfe 

ftfflAJSS 

sift aft aana aiaft 

\>n W *f R^T f^ft ^ ^ 'jfflFTJI 

$• .^M aw ft aft 2011 ft anft ft 
iWH wftc ft rag go 20 aft? ft pft* *, 

^ *' ftW'ftW'w as aan; fft ftft 
foftfartte aift «nmr ft 


me jm ift 

'TO 

W- ^^ y^rm to $ 

# J 7r . gjqR ^ m * W™ ^ 2006 

i22 Tp7 yffl tier ^ 4<?|q>y ytf 2009 27 ^ 

sjsi* ^ epm ' ^ ***» * (ft 

^ ^ ^ ft>*n 1 1 to^t ^ % 

™ 2 7 ^ ^ ^ ^ w ^ 

TOT Ifc $ ft? ^ffcnfar ^ ^ 


^^Ift awft^Rfttft ft ftftaa epfro ft fog 
^®wwPiqf?<ft ft5RTaiaftanftarft 
M«aW « aTft 2009 ft atpPii afftaiaftt ft> ftftteg 

- 417 ’ afta agioit aift bri 

8.19, 762 afttaPafiia ft) aj ft) aftft^wter * m 

aiwra^iTOci 3960 ti aft arerfft^ 

S 7 * anar t ft a^ sror 

r5® ^ aPaPia ftft #1 ftftji^i^ ^ 
ftaaraftrft otto x& a? Iftar fti TOft gror 

aro tJft i fear f)| gft^p, ^ ^ 

^ftftft agro aPafta aft a# ft, ^ 

*Jw TOr mrifo 3^ smcTT ^ 

aplT^cr rapr tot 1 

ft Rft aia aiaPw ft? a? aft 7 ft 

SLn’l^,!! e aft? 7 ft ftft ft, aftaftfa? ft 
^ft^taft^ft ftft p^ftftfe g^f (ft,, gai 

rim an? aftPag naar ^t ^or anp^ ^ 

WF| . 




ZfJ* ft at 27 fftaft 26 

^ 200 ft ft anro a? ftro ffta, aai ft, wifft 
sroftaPta ft aft ft ft? ^ 27 
^ara tot ft spfro ft aiftsia aaar a? aaia ft} 
f" 1 2 W a^ft f^iarot ft yfcgr ft ft ft? jftjm 
*• ™ *I‘W* araiar, gft 
ftWftftjft ftft ft ai 5 TO aiftror eiaat a? ?ft 
TOffimr wrriR 3 nEn% ti 


2007 a ^rum ^ ^ft, 

1 7 ra iN? ^ 3TPTM, ^ 
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2007 ^#1 IFTlff 3fT7 4^ 2009 7f> <#14 

3#f^f 4*41 47T 44TT4 fc4T 8CTI 

^4e1 7 ft 3fR ^4T ^ ^ 

Jcldlcl 4^1 f%4T 44T t 1 41 44pff 2010-H 3TR 2011—12 

^ Rnr^FT 1%^ tjth ^ f^n? ywifar ? 

ifr? Pl4lRHrl cA m u HI 4 RRiyci 5dl4l 44T 

1 

7ll7ilcl l ll l sc1 4 31M4 Hl'Jjcji y^iq *t <psi t? w 
7R# f#F47 2009 4> 4l?M 2 41? 444 ^ 

fafol fc^HT 11 #tfl£tfl4cT ^ 3FEff 414 51441 
TjrjpfT i[ ^ qft<l44l 47 f^TR f^T ^TcftrT 

#4 ti f^fct 7& TT^aTT 

TfR 3fr? d^Hd 4?1 ST44T WTfc 7#! 

2. 

7441414: 


0) 

thcTRIRT 45 45 7144 4, TlUlidiMKd 



PiMtcHlTan 744! 7f>?. ( 

#). TMc^d A 44 2009 45 7474f447 

4141414 7j5 ^bWcI 2010 4 3 4fcH44 4T4R44 
3fh7 #4^ 47#T7 414^4 4 44 2010 7f5 f^r 
3HHlPlc1 47^47 WIR1 45 ^FT4d 2011 3# 

^ dfcr A ^ 2 tm 0 ^rai^/i 

^ eft ft ^#442/^3d Tjft <4444 16,500 ^ 

4T? 4777^ 11 3444T 44cf> XIRI 37^4 474^ 

Rf? 4J4cf4 4R^1 t fd?1<^ loF? ^1 <p5 

344 #44 f#7 41# 4?r 4#4 11 Afe 7J44?f 4jRlff 4>t 
#4T 4TT1? # ^ 4T4T 44 3#icT4 20 4fcf4TcT-25 

4fr1414 4^ ^ ^ ^ f 1 3# 1 ® m ^ ^ ^ 

^4^ 3# 454 4?t 44T44T 11 

| 

2012 7J5 f# 8 44444 4411414 4l^Ma 

! 

# tl 44 2010 Tf 2012 <5 fc4M ??##>! ?d 
4M y^R aTcT 4TT4 4) feT4 31^4 lPl4 47d47 

4T4T4T4 4 4? 41 yR4>fcHc1 f^4l 441 b f$ 44 
2010 7f5 4#T4 4744 -4T7T (?lR4#*1) 4 

4744? df#d 44 RWkRl 4> 44 2010 <F 
f# 35 yfclifTH 3fl7 44 2011 ^ fe6? 36 yfrl^TrT 
44 4*#4 1 1 671 444 4 

44 fcReTW 44 44f | 


(73). 4l4)<44n?4f ^picRt 2010 t 1 4^ 2010 447 5 
4#4r 44 3T4f£f 7?5 4kH 46^44 71174^45 4#17 

4T4T 45 3TR 4#R f#44 4t 44t! 

444 4T4T = 4,75,070 ^ 3,51,489 4^441 44 

#Tft1#4 47741 11 (SFJTTcl 1.35 t 

i 

i 

i 

i 

! (i[j '4R44lc4 4 <[471 4>447 df4*1d #1*4? 

1 2009 4 4t4 47 4N 4 TfrtflcM^d 4 7J4141 

pjn i 44TT4T4 45 31441^ ftW 45 4T44J4 
3lftf#4 416 4741 47t 4Tftd 4744 47 47R4 7441 
47# 

?4 4f^4# #4 4 f 3# #4dcfT 6*44 Wfl»l ? 1 

?4^ 414471 471 6417 y(rR4# ^ 4T7T 4n^ ^ ^ 

f#i #f cfR447 #4 41? \34cT£J <474141 3T^f$RT t, 
I^RT^ f#* #f Rl^T 47741 54 3fR ?4R %4t 4$1 754 
457# #| 641^ 314441, 44?#4 74717 ^ 31^747 

^J4?477l <4l 444141 f t 

1 - 

j 

| 

i 

j 

i 

i 

(a) 444#6 4444171 4? 4167466 7jfaH3Tl 44 
>4441 4444441 45441 4WT 50 yfcl*lrt t\A)\ 

1 g-^tTlRm Tv'i 4 R14 77444 30 4fcl4T4 44 #4 447 
| y^rnMn 444414 14WT 45 3TTofl4> 4 fR^fRcT 
j 754710 ; 

f#m F4R 74714144 7pT7 47l 714#T 7^ #v^<4 

31 <147441 4 74441 ^#*3144 74741 tl 3# <Flt 4^ 

3T47T7441 4tt t 4l F4# 44T4H A faffitT 4^1 4T 7#1 11 


[#4414 3114: 


# 1 

i 

| (45). 671 yjIfri^RI 444 34ft4T4 4?]e4> MITIty <f5 
f# f4?nRci yiYTii 47 tt 4 2?3 44 fd^t 3 

qR41e14> 4 31441 41?4l t 14> 4? 31-^HlPia 
4[?44T'l ‘4 TK'*! H 3114 44 Rltja MR'T’elH 
445T4 ! 4R410 j V 1*4114, ‘#147444^ O'NI 4^4 
4.'r-: uiT.fH?4 *!v 4 434 441 tl 
j 4;.v*4’ 444H 3iN 44744 4> feF? 344 mVj^I 
; 744ii*i 34? \T J i1 iOtfKIvft'l 44l 4> feK| 4?4lRlc 

■^714 717trf#l , I U F4T4 34d^7 <li?<U^ f 1 

f 


ii'ijr 





[*TFT in —WTZ 4] 'fe'T yy TTftl ; 3RTmRR 



.. = 

^lll ^ ^4 ft 3Tra 3>T fftgp qRtbdd ftft | 


j 

r 

1 

fa)- ^I'rikJMqei 4 ®idWI t gft 201 ( 

ft 2012 ft fcP? gftxTTeR 3yy ft 3Tyft 3F£qrft 
4 TOTfttT W tfg gftPTT ft yy>£ ^fft gift ^ 
$ mv <n ft^R ft*n ti cRTTft, ftftMWKM 
^ cR? ^ Jjftp ^TH ft 3mTR y? ft 20ft 
ft 2012 ft fen? ■sgg oi^hhh ftftj 3)fftRgft 
^TftcT ygjc^ ftf gy ftofft y^gg 3TRy ft 
gftyr yfp?i 

^♦inl fl^nttfcT y?jcth Oncjqi 4 ftftc? fftp W f | 

:’ . 

’• 

i 

TOTftn g? ft ?yypy ft 3RngT r 

ft ftt gy? ft ftyp?/ftftp? ^ 
^ yq U'kiN fftyj tl 3y ft ftgraft ft yg^ 
sft gift ftyR ftcrftgg ?M?g ftftey ft yggtf 
gftgrftrd gft ft? ^ft. ftgnrftg gyf ft ftp? 
3ng ^rjgpR ft ftWRa g>4i jpg ftftr 4 
wm? ftftfti 

y-5jq> 'Hd < d t^gi g, 3TRT OT^ftpf 4 

ftftr tftgr w 11 

1 

gftgieH dMici: 

ft yfftdJdd RPm ft 3T^HHd ft 
ftfftg gftmft ft gy?g? ft ?^y 4 

f^T t i ftftft fryR yy ?f. 
ftWft/27 / 2005“ftftg ftgft) 18 ft 2010 
OT y^ft ft gftft?r ffty w ft 3.76 yftgft gy 
g>Rg> cTFRT fft?u| 4 ary arjyiftt ft ftp? 
^ftgiRci fftgT gmpn i 

ft^T? cTPTcT. fftrft eTFPT ft? ^ER[ ft ^zft ft ftp? 

ftflpe ftftiRT fty yy f, ft ftftftftyR ft ft#r ft 

Jf 1 'flftt 3pg egg ft TTPTft ft, 3.76 yfrPMd ft 
ftjftfftr gjRgr y? ftgR fftyr 77-qT t [ 

i 

MRgicH ft? y?g«T ftg?: 

fa)- ft 2008 ft? 2009 ft ftp? gftgicH ftg? 
wit 4 wft fftft ftfr ftj 

«p4qiRft ft ?R&qi qy vJcHiq ft? ft?m RFRT 
ftcf cp^i^ efPld fft'id 4 ftftftft4)^d gRT 

ftftr ?Tftr ft 4c? gft ?yraT ti 

gftyn ftrfty ft ?^tp? ftn ftt Ii 

■ 

(ft ft 2010 ft ftp* ft?m c(m yfr yyfcnft 

ft^ 2008 ft? 2009 ft ftp? ftfRT RpRT tffft 
<f)4di^ ft ^ddi 4 crw 44 yftlifid ftrgr 

orgftft fftgj irtt 11 ygjR; ft 2011 ft? 

2012 ft ftp; ft?T?T eTPRT yfct ftgrft cTcftft 

ftrjft ftf ft cwr 10 yfftvici ggrgT oi^niPici 
ft ^ ^ 1 ft'Hcl oTFTcf yfft q)4dlft 4 ^T'JHlftd 
ftt ftgRiftr gft ft ft^jd wnft ft 
mi ci^w 

N 

■ 

1 

1 

<r*|ftS ft? gmcHft ft qRgidft ft ftp? 3 gyf ft 

f ftftyfft (yci^y?T) ot Trrfftff ft 

gift ti fftffft yefty?r 3rgftr 3itcT 2010 ft ft 

t ft? ypyft gpift yciftyg 3rgfe gryg: y^ 2010 
v 2013 ft ftp? ygr^t y? gmftcT gRft ft yfftgj 

ft ti y? Ptey ^fftgft ft ?trt gmftcT ft gig ftftc? 

sygyp ft gTRftft ft fftn w 

PiMcn tl ftfrl6lRl<D ?ny ft yftRTcT y^ft 

ft ft ft?R arte ft? aryft 2 ftf ft ft?pr wny ft 
ttfttl ftffft T?ef^y?T 3fftr ft ft?H 
ft ffty^H ft 3TPTR y? y?ft ft ft 45 yfrmcT ft ^ 
ftft 1 ^fft gftyn Tftyen ft ft?m ft ft 

^yj^r RTgy y? ?Fft ft Tjftg t, ?ftcP? ?yft y?ft ft 

ft 45 yfrRTcT 3ft? 3I^ftf ftt ft I^P? 6 yfcRTcT ?PP 

y? fftm? fftyr 11 «gitisiRg> qR^g y? fftey? g^ft 
|y. y? yrP}q»(wi f?r gicT ft srrtt «ftyr fft g? ft 
ft wq^fa 4 dtl ^ RlMdift ft ftg? y^pft 

$ 3T^m? t at? g?rfeP? ?thr? ygiwOfri ft ?rw 



v 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 111--Sec. 4] 




3F4 djft ^ 4414? 4#l ART 4TT F4dl | 


3RTEFT cW?: 

(4>). W*TeT:, 2008 3fR 2009 4ft 3r^STT 

cNr cm tft 7 tfit ft 4dftt femi ftdt ti 

4pftlTlM ftt WIT 44 WTC 3tt? 3tt?TeT cTFTeT 
ftet cTFTeT fftcRd ft ?ft?ftftleftft|iTd tTH? 

ftfftcT ^Tf^T ft fteT dtt ^TcTT t1 

(??). E?ft cRF, ftl'Md eTPTcT ftet eJ^ftnft ft 
3TrJHlfftc! 2008 2009 ft ftRH 

cTFTcT 4fcT cpftgrft tR qft 2010 ft dWT 22 
ftct^TcT 3fh? 4ft 2011 ftk 2012 ft fcTCJ dWI 15 
yrfcRMci ftftcfft cpi Trftt 4ftf 4ft fftdjd wr 

ft wr 3ftto 4eTRM 

4ef4T4 fftftR ft WTITJ ftd ?4T ?tt t1 

. 

fteFT 4WR dR<j?4 ft 3T^1N 4T ftR ftrPTT ft 

fcHlN ftt 4^ t i cT^TTfft ^44 2010-2013 ft 
3P54Ht ft ft RTT4I 4ft ft tl 31^^44 

ATtfDT 3ftt4ftl 4>ftdlft MRxfldc5 ft 44ft ft Tlftcl ft 
dft4 3Tlft || ?Tdffft ft ^fft44 ft 3lft4 ftt t ftR 
fftcTR ft 3i#4 t, 4Rg Eft M ft fft 

^jt ft 3TJ4R M ft/fftl cpftt ftftt 1 

(iii). 

TM?4>? xlTcFI dFl'd: 



fftdcft ell’Tel: 

(i). 4ft 2009 ft feTTJ fftdftt 44 vJ4 L ftMi ftef 

ft 4ft 2010 ft 2012 ft fePJ 3Ff#f?T 
fftd# ft ft% OTftPT ft cPWT 37 ftft?RT 

44 ftlfftcd 6jdl^ | 

fftrft wft ft ft ftt W! t, \ f 4> 4^d fjcl ft 

ftlft 4^|ftt 44 4lftft4 1 ft. ft 3 ft. cT^ r i^4 444 t, 
^Fft 4dF ft Eft 4^ftt WlftT Wl 30 ftftlTT ^ 
ftftftlft cFTRTT tl 4ftft ftt fft-ftl-fft 4^ 

ft t 3ft? pftft Eft W? ftft 4T4T 3ft? Eft 

3 T^ftf ft ^jftt 44 fftr? fftn 1 1 

1 

(ii). ?McftftRd 4ft 2009 ft feJTJ 

dFTeT ftt ^d4T ft 4ft 2010 ft feKJ 3T^nlftcT 
fftdcft ftt erPTeT ft dWT 10 ftr^Tef ^ 

44 3ftfft?4 sTeTR I dt 2010 dttft ft dt^ 

fftdftt ftt 4TEffctcf> cm ftftl 

cTiftd 4T^ fftfcft fttft ft 5 4ftf ft 3ftqr w? ft tftftt 
44Jc4T ft fttTTft ft ftt t 3ft? fftftt ^44)44134 ft 
fft fttHcl <jR? 4T4I4 4? Rdl? 4ft ft fft T4T> Tlfftfrl 
4ft ft 11 ftftfT f fft ftt ftt44T3tt ft ft 1 f 
eft 44 Weft t 3ft? EWT 4R ft 4R 10 ftft 34(4H 
EFfTqT 44T 11 


(iii). *M<ftft)^d ft SElftl 4£d tftdftl dMId 

ft 3^HHH ft MfteT dFTeT ?R4 44 ftt fft^R 
fftTI tl d^TTfftcT Mfftel TFTRt ft Wfft ftt 
SFJdlffteT fftrffer Wft ft fttftdT ft WT 
ffttTKlfttd dftt 44? ft feT4 dMId fttft ft ?Tld 
4$ I »J4cTH fft^TT W/ftl 4ERTfftfT 
ffttlfRd 4HT? 4TRTlftftt 44FT g Kl ddtfteT 4dft 
^ Sjtfftcd 4cTT4! 

ft ft feEhE Mid enft ft TR9-TT44 3ft? U^ttcld 414T 4 
e[fft 4ft 44TE ft ftt, E4Tt feH? 4E 4f?nft El v5TTTTT t tft 
3Tfft44T4 4T4 4ft 2100 ftftft ft W? 2565 ftftft fft^l 

44V, 4E fftsrftt w?t ft fftp ftr tftftRd wift ft 
4RWT4 4ET tl 

m- 

im dFTeT: 

(i). 4ft 2008 ftt im dFRT WTT ft ddeft 

fftsft fteft t, fftft fttfftcT fftdT dTTJ l 

t^TT eTPTcT ft ftft fttft^ T34ftt4 ft 4Rtcft ftft^f 44444 
444)P44 4dft 3ft? 4Tt 3TRfttftt ft |q4 ^Td E^RT 

4ft 44dft ^ ArfeftcT tft4T 441 11 


(ii). 4ft 2009 ftt dMId ft ^ddl *t ejft 

2010 ft Rr 3FJ9[fftci wft dFTeT ftet tcISV ft 
d0'44 11.62 FicTSTeT ftt 44 ftlfftdl 4eITft | 

4E 3l1R|c44?eh ^ t 3ft? Eft fftft) 6 Ettftt ft "?>0 34. 
41 - 40 39.46 yfft feTeP? W fttdef ftt4T] ft 15 yfft?ld 
4ft ft 4ft 4TT Weft 11 wj44 ft YR4t4> ft, 

Edft E4Tft 3R(4TffteT ^ 4ft ^fttgR ftt t 3tt? 15 ftd^d 
W 4ft tl fttdcT 4ft 4ft4d TTRF4 ^(xfttfet 41 
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[*?FT in—ieprg 4] 


: arorvTnn 



00. 


3ik 3^5FT cWcT: ~ 

0). ^ ftWRTSffa cRf $ M 

^rt afo fteft wentRt <rft 


fx $ Mw $ cpr ^ 

^ fa? ^ 

^ 2009 3 PTT^ tphrcff ftfei a 

2 2° t?5 1° 38 ' 41 ^ «WR <R tR f^R f^T qr 
. 8 ^ ^ ^ TO 39.57 foe? ^ 

2 J ^ a ^ ti i^i, & ^ 

^rT^L t-5^ ^ t % Jtf am m? gefjfa 

*T 3"? 15 ^rfrfTTcT 47 W 9 WT% ffc V? 

W4>T7 cf^j 


^ ^ y?^p tr $ fan 

ft 3 f^nf% erm i> mi «rf 2 oio-n * 
2012-13 * fajy Dfapfam ^ ^ ^ 

^rr * 1 *r ^ <xm fa n§ £ 


(«). ^MfafalTR ctf 2010 fa 7R 37 ^#TcT 

U Ji-UWL OtVt _\ t . *3 


2010-11 
2011 - 12 
2012-13 


TO 197.43 
TO 211.34 cfRa 
TO 256.41 c*RsT 


(iv) 


- «.v.v M. ^s- Minima 

^^3lt73r^gRT cTPTcT, uff ctf 2008 3#? 2009 

<£ ^T7R yt^cT atfw *rewr #? wpm sm 

^ 22 l?frm?T vW4T f 44 

37lto 4cTRl 


^TlcRTT cTPT: 


, ^ w rcT 3ft? SPjm eTFm ft faqffta RR tr ifa fa cfRft 

I ^ ^ gfa W 

^ y ?TT ^ ^ I S^lfcR 4T^3ftcnf QfrRIcT ^7f cfrr 

^ amrcT <fc vfcrt 

f ^ ^ 10 hW tor W 

ws ^ * st^tr to# #? arftoffo 

•raswaw^jto^ii 


(^. glokIJ cTRT ^ fcR Wl-6 W 

? IJI TTTTbr Yrm—rp A JC Al _f\ f\ r\ rv \ 


?m TOiart ^i. } us wito 

^ aro uit Wfej mn 
wui it toto =^t ton ^ ft 
cinitf nsM ^?icrai amt ;ft nut? ^ ^ ^i 
W ###>fto 'ttof#U Ugn; ^ jngR 
<5?ractT flrnt # wnr nfti n»m^ wna# # 
^n 7 : afh ^ ^ 47 ) we w ^ j 


N- rifltdwto gm mt wt-3* f 
riri*fto ^ ^ ^ranr srmf asjfcr w 
2004-07 £ iflwft 5 m uan ^nra, 
aw ofr; ^;<f # ftn; 4>?idcn am wr >f 

’y.fest t, tor #tft#<fto ^ umur ft Ut 

flPt.’if at aitSta ajaniai aw an mat aa^ ^ 

?, TOT vaiTtef ^ WT we 47^ I 


H 3T3mfncT wqr ^ <fc( effe <£ 


55 to*ft ftawi atoaftaais^t##^,^ 
S? TWH ftn; aft ^1 toa amtot 


* rt \ onxoivjfr, 3TRTRT, 

^ne aift^toa aisft ft to; ft ^ ftwi 

pra 1 ?. atotoa am qn asn a^ f t to aft 

ft ftatto anra ft fta# aro ft. saft fftatffti 
Sjt set fto # aik ft%T fttoi ft nftaftto qsa> 

W4T 7RT # | 



, 3m ^ T „ . . ^ TOTT ^ 
/45 /2007-Tff^f^ f^T147 19 2008 ^ 

Jnoox, * «wr an. fttftftWfta aft w es nfft 
*rimftaa tort fto aar ft t ^taar ^nft ft ^ 
^yiT? a 2007-2009 ^ afea aft; wtR to t 
wft toft-??iacn am ft anffta ton aai # ftnnft 
toatoco,«a ;;mmn to (i) fttot ( 2 ) to ( 3 ) 
^tar to (4) to’^ ur to ft aaato 


■sjnacn aw an atat aRft toftg^R as f fe ataa 










[W1 III— - 4] 


TO : 3TOTTOI 


teftete nte tenm tecr te 
^ Mem gW trrf^T 3fc#f 3TT&T, te 4^ ?t. 
tefl 


te^cTl^d *T ST^HlPlcI 4 )hi eTTHTI feflj 
3mR tell t| te cTRcT ^ 3Tntef 39 
te nter Bn te nn incite »jwr nr tef 
B teFFTcT BFTTB I flBT BBte(BBnM) B5 TIPT 
te? BB cpyjy gft te te | 


ISf W~ ^r\ szM nr te btbt tor 11 ^ 
*mm m bb ted w\ temr ^ fte en 

te gnte ^ te eft tete nft ureter 11 teteft 3 
^ ft fcK[ W\i tend dft ten arr te ?telB 

gm ter te ten w qri smte ante ftr 

frte #te TecT ffttef ‘cPi frm tern i zr? te 

ten vjfT^ fft teteft ftT Bin TO 77.34 B>te ft fcR 
t teft FBTCI SIWB ftdd 52.74 Bte BB tl BF 

%*k\ tj^cT f?i 5 ?T 7 Tt m smnte t ftr 2006 ft 

ted ^BoH te? B 1 ^ £! fte Mtft BIBdT BTORlB 
Vf efs^cl t. SPlte ten ft Bite % 4? T# 

3 - 4 T ten te tete w ftnd te e t fft "A te^r 
eft ufK^ti 1 otwr ft site te teft tetter ten* ft 
Bite 3, ft nm nfte fftftte ft ^zqr^i wm 

ft FWi BTBT wti BB 3lteR 11 te ^TOTdB ftltet 

,ft ner ft tek ter t cfr nnri te nfte fftftte ft 
xi^frtecT ft; nrrte 1 fb tete ^ 3 t^ ^ t f^> 
2007 ^t fol 3Tte ^ 7J2TT 3te^cT tecl ^ 31^71 
^dT onft ^ f% ^teft nted ^ Tpt ^ 
qf^^q ** xj^t tit? ^f srg^tei 3ik ateniiteP tfit 
d?T tMc^i 2 ^ tern ^ ^thti 

^ ffmcTT d ^ cpt eRTT uncfT t TJte 3IW 
3T«I cPiqft d PP t 3ffT cildWRI^R ^ tel U ^ifteH ter 

<te te tfth ter^Fir ^ wii' siFpte te ^ 
Bite 11 

[teT l ^^d ^ 1-10-2009 ^ 30-09-2010 7T^ teT 

3ite $ teq tet y?77H ten te non ntet ^ teT 
^ fte ter nff^ite nfte ter 1 1 ntfetet tot 
f^rfte tWtei te te ini f: 

1- 4tfH1 (^ 9FftH ^0 7.28 ofTSf 

^tjyi) 


31-R TTO: : 

C<p). tester "SFR tef ^ site dpra | 
ter ^ Jim ^gftete te te 1 

i 

(^9). (i). n?je^ nrcM ^fte <^i\ r , I 

tewr ng cptr te Biter I 
tel nn Bcte n^cn 11 tetertei 
nin ter cubti ftem n dmci n>i 3 
te fR ter ^ i tetefte drnri 
ten $ cirnci n?r ?n ter n^r te ft 
tenmiT iw tei 
(ii). te^FT 4FR te te ten 


$<VRZ (vfm-iitni ^0 8.93 cTTW 

5^t? isi y?qer ^rth, Pttht 
3?y^ -ne (7??ra *1## Trf^ci) l 

iftpRi stee (Bni w 0.99 bfj 

?M teTl4 ; '^T^TH) 

, -?0 17.20 cfl® 


?i?£n tel, tern wr #wr te, w$z wrf te 
N tete SRzaFT i 

ten <ptr. ten nn ter ntef 3 fr te A 
fnte ten w t ^ nrten ter nr mnpn 
intent; n tete fte : R r i t! 

<ftr vter ten ^ n^ f i 

[i. teFi terj nne ^T nnte n te ter nr^t n mq 

tested eHTT te xpn TRF 01—01—2009 nt 

^■j_<2_2^10 FTP 0<j-> rTIf rhl [ri^ | 

2. teTi nr xjqersT cprte te ftet 


1613 Gl/2011—3 
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# $ HAK Efft ^ e£ SE^TR 

# WIT# £RT W# 
WTT#fl RT5S i W E#| 

mi #%?[ $R\ f#T w EJtR? 01-01-2009 % 
31-12-2011 ?FF 2 ^ 3rR* i f# 11 

3 . #rw #nj ejwsi ERfc# i f# f#ft cf> 

Tim 'Mc f )#d sm f^rr ert erk 01-02-2009 ^ 

31-12-2010 3rRt $ Riq tjj 

(ix). 

wM #11 ^ 5: 

### g^F Rsmft&m e£ #3 2. 

8.2 i 3T#q W 3##T "3 TFr1 #T 
# H|4RtR 5 cTT 7 ^ cf# ^ [^R|#T E# E& 

f# eTFET ftwi # ^EiPlri #T ^c<F 

Ef?l ^T^ffcff e#| 

TfSTHTRi A 3RR m i#VHRn 3IRER RRFT gKl 
tl f#r Mfr ^t t ofR RFm Ro# # 

2005-06 (T<F ^<T tl Epm # i 

^ f^o# T( 2004-05 (RW#! # 

2005-06} Ep f# 31it?i Rl #ft f j] 

(X). 


1 

wwc] Hik'd A 3Rd qlvEHKxftfl 0 Rqpi g#§ 

3 q##r y^iRin f#* f { hRWhR#? e£ 

TWd Tl EfT© *RTR # Rq f | 3Rel 

qR#foi4l $ q##r # ^srm Eft #r 

rTT#J 3# 3R?T qR#folft Eft jRnft Eft 
<T> *fR 3 T#tT s# r£\ Wnt? Rift xr, 

^ 1TRT T#cl ^e^T^TTT 3TTEf# qft 

#lm t# ft wf #t f 1 <##. 

Tf## ir?jc^ f#### i ^ 2.7.1 <ft ret 
A t# |q #t c# i f# 3 R[##t 

Eft fftr^T WTTE ftft 1 ERqft 3ftft#R 

3W3T #R?T M7, ftftl ft Rftft ft, cR ft# 
# ^ 3 E#kT ftRSTTl Eft # ft ftft} 

WFlIdlHlqol n 2010 2012 Ep ^fERT tRR t gTcITl# 

gf#ftt iA #t #ft 11 

3EJF[fTn ^R?R i) ttdrkt ^ f | 

i 

i 

i 

1 

(XI) 

Ejq#R: 



(T). 4Hi r lRl4TTef #£ET 3# g^lRH EE-lftcERt ft 
3i4R ^RriRci sr Eft qft ?ft ftft erte i 

T<RR 4^1 qcf'T 31R TTqfTrl RTTO EfTRFI cZR | 


W Eft 2010 $ f# 3RT#m q*RR im 

grnrR Ejq#R eft 2008 afa 2009 $ f# 
3#f?r sr ft cwi 38 gfrm?T rrt t» eft 
2011 3 # 2012 i f# arprf# wm m\ 
T?m#RP vElftSR cTcftftft ftwt Eift ft 
^^HlRicl SR ft cERET 15 fteTftcT ERR! f 1 i 

#M#cI 3fJHPft cR 3ltRrrEI ERTT^ j ; 

— 

2008-09 i Ef]7H TSf# R#) #f # cRTF tl. 2009 
•3# 2010 eR ER^R -jR R #Enf# eRT cRcTd w%$\ 

41 # ^ i #7 ETTRR tROn cr ,30## f | cfR 
2011 3fR 2012 T iR rT , RTRPH EfTEifR RRgR XR 

3Tf#Rcl t! 

i 


CH). (j). WHIR \34lxR-M Ef) -SidR TjRsif^T i 

#f g?l #S1 wrcH ! 

i 

(ii). cR£. Efrf 2010 i f# 3HRE# | 

^TTTS} vjyRRti Ef^ 2008 3TTv r 2009 Ep : 
3#Jcf SR ^ oIWT 19 gfrf^KT ErUfcrr | 
tl 2011 3# 2012 $ f# | 

Oi^HlRld ^IHfR vjqRREi ETr## ' 

f#R[ #t E^ 3RTnfER (2R ^ ERR|‘ 
10 yf#m E5E7RT tl ##7#^ 
OOJOHT # cF#Rcf ‘O^TT! 

£> ■ r r' ' x , i 

iRTlRF-Ei' *7HC iTVcrpr; Rnjf^ tr R5RR, i 

VRrd RR T fIE5|;RT EER, -'RIR RRR RTTR^ y*TT-< . j 
FRv;fT:ie' 7 i~p 3P "fpr cpiR jrErr ;TR eRRccRR ] 

ElcTFFI 1- a ; -T Tj: Art#’; #### R (r r '”P 1 

Tllffld E5f -t)C ?; : j 

i 

j 

i 

j 

1 
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(xii). 

— - 

cZfTf: 

cTOt tot gT?T 9T% 

3TT^?lt ??*£ fto? q? TO?to to 

^terr toto ^ nto to t i tottoteftod to 

M 2010 to 2012 to to?FT to to to ^TeT% to 
feT? TOton tof q^ fto? ftoT W TO>e to 
to tl 

^ntoto tot ?ft qftotTOTT tort to % np t 

tor ^ 3 ft? ^toto to totht tosrfror ntormto ^ 
arm to tot% fton tot ti to ^to to? ?nto 
tototTOT rfr $ totRct nto 1 fto ftoft zntot tot 
n> ftoro ^ uTOfr fton tort ton, toto ?T 

srgto t f^ nto ^ tot 3 tftr q? ?rtocr to 

5. 

f^T 3ft? tori 3TO 



eftodd JJTO 

tottottot?eT to TOTRIT t fto eftoqd TOT to ?R to 

io I'tofofgq srtoftotot to? q? to? fto W t 
tot? ftoritotn tot to to fen? c^feMri sro q? 
qpr^ to fen? 15 yftteici nrto Tg? q? ftm? 
to TOT tl TOTft, 7T? to W t fto 
'M<M?d to q>fcMd 3TO to ?TO to TF? TOcfT 

cPl'icT ?ro q? fto? tot ton t 1 $pqto 3 TTOrr, 
^ totrom to 3itoft to 1 ftoro 

3T^f^t to? tot q? to eftod TJo*T q? fto? 
to am to?T sfTOTq to 10 ftoro 3rtofttot 

'did': ^iH 4 cW’Icl tffedRsrrl 4><to TO 

qron ?w toh torn sro q? q|tot to tor 
stocT ^T tot T7? TOFT TO?to to fto? ?jfto% 

fto? TOrto to fto? qtoto 15 qtom to t*e 

TOFT TOFt to TOFP to to 3TFTT? TOT? I 

?to toe to? fto t fto toto?^ ftooto to 3T2 ftt tor 
TRje® wt A eftom ?cn q? fto? ntot to fto? ?totct 
t to? qrfSfTOnn ^ qf 2007,2008 to? 2009 to fto? snto 
2007 to to?r % eftoror TOft q? ftor 3 tt?^rt ?zto 1 1 
3RT: ?nto ?qi^ 3ntor to eftor tot ?eT ftonr 1 1 

6. 

HaMMMHn 


0). 

TO'ci qlRTMlOcliJI: 



(tp). 'Hchd 3T^ei HRtotocrtto: 

1 3TttcT 2009 tot ?fiS3TTrf to ZFPcT TOeT 

torqftor to tor fo 50105 toi 31 to 

2009 tot wm ftoq nto to fto? tottotefttoitd 

cTTto to ^ TOT 3FTOT qftwfto tot 3F^ 
to to ?5RTT t1 TOTft, ?to 2009 to TORT ftolTOT 
to ftoto TOFT 3?tTcT qftorfqfoPTt tot ftoftoq 

tonrt to tot 3 ftfto tofto to to 

to to Z3TcTT tl to to to 3Ftot TO 

ZTTOTFT to I 

tottot to tot t— qpn ^Ito to tot n^ ti 


(^). >(tHflcf)toi>d "3RT ^ tor ^xj|Rd 
ntototo ^ ?ezr to to i 

TOR -q|q tot elfftoq 3KT fto TOTI 

(i>). 

?TTOT q?TO q qftoR: 

- 


(q>). ^o ii3.9i toovs to ton ?r^ to 2009 ^ 

tom ??rto qftonftofr ^ ?nnd q?to ^i 
toMtocT ot fto to TOtoto qftoto 
qrortoft tpi ^ tot qtoto toi 

4f^t]q qr^ 2010 ^rgqifrtd fto? q? f 3 ft? z^tot toror 
tot qt tl qf 2009-10 to ton TOroto qftofa 
?q?qto?F tor tot? qg?n to to qqm to 3rron ?o 
94.11 TOto? t, ?tofr?q?tt to tot nt n?tot tot zqto? 1 1 
nztoto ?rr«q toror fto nro 1 1 


(zi). (i) to 2010 $ fto nto 4^ $ fto to 
zttot nzqg ^f qftotot $ &to nto- 4 nr 

4?) tot? 4?5 TO ntdR q?|l^ f? TRITOT ?TTOT fto 

w 1 1 tot^, c^qqr toe nto fto 4^ toror ?*o 1 nto 


( 
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ft Tli ft ftcl Aft t?T" 
ftfteMKM erf 2010 ft TTcT P7T3 ft 
rfftiftfti Tiftft yrift 4 tp ft ^ ^ ftft I 

(ii). ftlftWlycT ft T2jftp31Ncftftt ft fftT *3 
cj?t TPT<EP efft-lci SE^Tct ftt 

6Eti^ T^aft ft fciy 2010 ft ft 
3lfrrf^FrT 3TRftft ftl TpftT <FTft TI 
TEMIP fftn P7MT TTT 11 '34ddtJ cEjft 
3ft? 3mcTlft ftt PTcT 'i-KsTI pftnT ftft I 
ftftftftftyPT T? eft fft TTI ft 
srKftftr th yfftftr sft 

ftryrftft ft ft^r iy Ensftft ft 

3fHTfR 11 

(jji). ftpftrftftftct TO 17.50 TTPg ftt cTTTcT 
ft 3INftftl PTO «EXft ft ftp ^ ^ 

^ ftt f^rfef 3 ft yft 2010 ft 

ftypT PpftTT ftftliftftt (TO 1543 pftft, 
pEfe 3fK vpETR (TO 0.20 pftft 3lft 
•Hcpft (TO 0.26 pftft ft ymfqa fftftl 

efft fftftft ft pft ft PTiy I ftfftTrT 
qfftlftft ft yft ft ftt cET^cf]^ PTltft 
ft ffty TTtM PTKftT ftft I 


ft Site eft ftftftEE qf^rfe cTPTTT ft feH? ftftt ^ 


STTftftt TeTJ TTWETt ft 3T^TR ft TTcft T* f 


3E^t3ft ftt ftPOHT erf 2011-12 ft ftTTT Tpft & 
sfft qqftcirft fftn*TP 2010 cEE ^Ti ftt eJliyft I ^ ^pEU 
ftft i lftft t Pi to 70 etep cet Piefti tfb ft ^ ^ ? 
3lft T? ft EJT 2010 (TE ^T ft ETITET 1 


T). ftftftfty cl XI? p/ft T7 ft TIT peE-PfcE 

irrcftftt qrrrft ft ftftftr 2011 3 to 8.50 yftP? 

ifp? 2012 ft TO 9 pftpg PP TOlfftc! fftftn W 

gnwiftt ft stjtn 1 1 


T? 3prftpjft yTTT yTRTETl ft 3T^TTx PPTt TT 


T). T? ft[T cE^ Ifti PiftlfftcT ftpft cp fftiy 'ft'ld 

jft ^ 3fp? ?jT5 yft M yf^rffoRit t fftftt 
jfift 1 yrfcEfR yft ft t^i fem ettttt i tti 
ftfter ft ftrf l 


El4 J Id ftufl: 

j). #ftpftrfte Tiftt fftTRiftPy erft ^ fftry 

y^HlPlH fftto ftmfftft 7p 3ITtTR ftft I 


cpt Tf ^ fftfttte ftpff 4 ^ 7 t u t : tt ^px ft^ 
feiy tecT yft M ylftftyfccrfti yft ft ^eh 

TTT 11 


E?TRTT ^TFH 3TfftfftTT T yiwftt «F ST^TK, HcriH eft 
feiy 'ftelT TWR ^ftcTPT TTTTT <EZft ft R?ft ftT f | cETlfft, 
cRqjE ftPfttftPftPs^I ft TETTn ft XTS • 2.6.{l)(iv) eET 
S lcidUH efft fftpTft TT T#TT TTT t fft "TTftRmi3ft 
5 M ^tjctr ft ftft ftpftPMw ^tt te ffty yflft ftr 
eft stit ftm 10 te fftft Tikjft'’ 1 y? x^g wftt 
^HofftrfttftfeT^ftf^^^i^ 
ft Sl^ftlT y^ft f fft TTg yft ?tttt Efiy 3fft ?ft 
WT y? XT5 Z737 TfTy fft W ft 

■ymr srffty tet ft f^n etetti i $Tfciq, irrft fftfti ft 
wi ftryifftft eft tei ft 7 fftft ft Tftsftcix fftiK 
ter ti 


ji)( ftftftftTei teirftTftrft yft ft fftft" 
^Hifftci ^ft-^Tciift' ft ffty fftrjci wrry ftft 1 
^Ei£T ft, ftpftftftyn sin ^RyEr ffty pry 
rrftsn 3pftrT yn Pihch ^y ?xr yifeierA°i 
ekt yifftr 3Eft?r Iftftr? 19 yp 2008 ft 3i^< 


Tf snyyrr arfftfftrT ft arftr t tttt ynyft ftl^\ ^ 
3486 cTT3 ft ^TTH 3Tftm ftWl ^ ft^^ 50 

408 cPira' cet yfftfftte eET?n t 3fty fty ftn ftfftry 

cqfti ftfa 3TTytteft3ft ftr 3rfftft yy t, ftt 

PTFfET cElftnft ft t' $Tft E^ft pt yft T?ft ftt 
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■ 

ft 10(v)(jy) 44 314 eft 4H ^ | 

\3ft4 t| 

—1 

■ 

(m). 7flftl<*M4el wkm 47J741 fftlfftft 
i> its 2.9.9 ft &m ft 77 ft toTiftto 7T>$ 

^ ^ fcnj ai^HiPicf cK^xfl ft fft fft^c 

^ ft 3TefT4T ^ 1 ft ft SltTTcT 4ftl4 4^ 

t ftm 4Rft |4 2.9.9 ft 3T£ft fftfe MfrlHM4 4 

r 313747 yRcpRid ft ft t! 

r 

II 

(>W- 744 IcJdKlftftl 441 ft fft 3T^HlPlc1 

7fto>l4 ft4^ fty 44 3TM7 ftft | 

4? ftl^l tdxl m f 3lW fftft 4g^ Cf4 3^4p| 

4ft el4T4T 44T f | 


n 

474R: 



■ 

TOtermveT ft am ftt^ y^p ft is yfcrcm 

^ ^ fftl7 4Rft ^? 3T4ft yTdlPd 474H 

te? tor 11 OTftJdlft ft 7J4cTO 4)74HI 
^ ft fen? nwif^d 3)lctR<w ft4T4/7jffts44 
3fk ^77 44 3ftfftc4 4c4ft |1? vUlftodKift 4ft 

^ 4Tft vic4K4>dJ ; §ETRt ft 744 ft 7[ft4^ 

ft 1 

^ ^ 4ft sft 47gftcf)>;uj ^ ftt'TH Tlftf^ld fftlT 44T 
tl ?7lft 445 yfcT TTeRd ft ft f 1 

MU- 

-MdlilRel 7fl*il-il 4lftftt, 311^il yiftft, 
m'I aicr^ u f ftftdft, ftPsH^f rRTT 3lfcT-3l|i||ft|i| 
<44*14 ft feP? y774fftcl 44171 ft ypft ft for 
^f^lRcT oJFTcT cTceff ft VW fftgd WTK? ftft | 
4ft 4cMT W t fft ^71 yif^TR ft 
3TO^ 3TTftl ftft P 28 4?ft 2007 ft 31^4 71. 

14(xi) £T71 4lftlc04)i?eT ft 3P?fti ftdftcp y^ft 
enf ^TTTft ft TTelTF ft ft cTTfft 4? 3T4ft y^p 
ft 3T4eft TlftSTT ft 7T44 ftfftcp yfftfftfeft ft 
feiy elFTcT ftft £T7T 74#cl 31441 47744 cf4I7 
4>7 Tift 1 

'ftl'ftlft elMid fftertfftd wyj^d ft! 4R?4 t sft 

$<lfe1^ ?ft ^4el4T ftf 4R4T4T 44 7T4x4| 


^iqdlKd elid'd dc4li ft 7TF2J 74TH yuRT fg 

ftftt ftrTftt, w: sms, ftyrft ft fftp? 

TOifft yftf ft? fftfftr snrRt ft Trftr ft ftft i 

ftTflcil elHid 34?ftd ftlfftf^l STft«icT ftf 4Rdl t 3?k 
§dfefT? ft \34eT4T ftt 4R414T 44 7T444 I 

1 

26 (i,) 4?Jo4> 

Pi4ft ft its 2.18.2 ft 343747 Trftfftr ft 
afR STM ft 47 TfTTTfto ftp ft yftftfd 

W \3RT7 47 ft 31U7T4 ft | 

F4 F T47 S'ii IMS 4ft 3Tl<d^uj 4 IJeftTJ 

(34clH 3Tfft 7^4 ft f%4T 444) ft 34eft ft f4T fft 
4f4? 3ifc S441 0 Ift ft ft| 44ftd fft^ 7 (j) 47 

F4ft 4?34T7 44 3T4eft4>4 ft I 

W 

<pd^x\ ft «s*dd ft feK* 4771! I <ld wft (^5 3. 
■1;1. 3.2.1 ft 3 . 3 . 1 ) 3 ftft/ftelft ft ftft 

ft cTFId ft ?JTfftef t| 

41ft<flft|i?el 4 «5W1 STHlft 4 18 yfddld ft 
47 fftlR fftlT ft 47RJ ?7ft 7ftft4)4l(jel 
S77T 414 4fft/fteft ft ^gfW ^4el4T 4 ft 
«P7ft ftlftf d4 rf4ftSft f|4 ft 44 ft 47 

fftl7 ftt fftn 1 1 

4F ftf^l ft 3Rjc14 fft4 44T 11 

■ 

47?rr^d *\$ y^eft ft ftn 44 H 4ft ft 
cTFRT/yFd ft 44 7ft ^ftllft ft RPTcT ft 
Tift ft daft id 4Fft| |4 ftl ft TTftT ft 
34^4d 4^e4T 3?^t #4R ft I 

fttlfTcft elFTTT 34RlRcl 4f ftfftft Slft^Td 4^f 4Rc4 f ttl 

5*1 Pi7 §ft \3Helsq d^l Oj^crim d4 7T444 I 

(VIII. 

^(?T1 ft Wft 44T7 4Fel ft 417^4 T^ft ft 

Jp<i\ 01-08-2008 ft 44lft 474H ft its 3.2.3 44 


su 5 
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Mfer f^y yy f i 

STcTeftyR A fyRR TtiREyTI A y>i 4 f) ^ ywi/^E^i^ ^ 
yyR 3Rf^l sSIcR A wfr, T ? 1\ ^ 1 'tfUl'l<Tl41ycl 3^W7 
cfRw t y? yyRE w yixc^y A mRqR}<i y?f 

oyy i ?yy sA ^rt y^y wy yy fwr A 

3?AcT Rdiy f^y f 1 

(vtii). 

ith yrl ^ Ai ^ <ri^1 wr yyy 

^y y^R cneft y>t ynyi yyRi ^ fery Ryyy yo 
2000 /- 3RT yRcTT 11 

^ ^ch[>f^ RTR t A ty>R y 5^1^ dlMlcxl 

A y^t 1 1 ?yy y? trsh y fey few t fe ?y yfe 
fe fey 3 py Aw? frt ywfey y^ yo 2000 /- 1 1 

(ix). 

y? yRicf y? rr <t»wi t fy> hwiRcI 

yRcftER yyR #n ^ f^y At^nsrf ^ ®5^ 
TR MW t 312RT #AAh SM HsRcicT 
yr^t yeyyt yy siW yR y rtRct !4ri yyr 
h 

AflMyc? cfeyy? ^ rR yfe A Ar? y rrA 
fe A ^gfew Tjfey yR 7w t! ywfe y? nw ^ 
^yffey t 3 tr fer y? rAt tr yfe wiw hptt <fe 
^Ay A t yy riy fe> y wife yifey fftfe frt -fewry 
yfe wnyi rr? t chr ^yfey yy m r fefet sny 
tr feyp A few yw f 1 

(x). 

^ ym fAr t kF y^-ixl «» 
^Hsdiy> Acr y A yRTyyRT y y^R At 
ti iRRy 3yy ^ ^^HRt yy aflftctf yA 
TRy, ^ 37RR Aft ^ 3fRR 

fcRiy TRy 1.2 yRyT yi 1 ^ yf^^y M, 
a# <*5t yR yR^ R rr^t wr A 11 
f^rwjrr i^RTy wiy A A 

yg Tff 7 -ctR yR f^j f%nfR TTcftwy A WRI 
orf^TT tA ^ Ajyr f^r^w* 3 tA ~$>$ orRRy? 
ft 

efend 3 tR wfe fe yfeyry w? y 'ife 9<iiy w y 
fey fer?y wr ^ yfefel fe 3fear? yRW 1 1 yfew 
Ap? wr fe yffeiR fwwyy A y^ieiww fe A 

ddfe^y WT ^ few '.rfTcTT 11 7R A WT fe 7TP4 t fe 
Awr Art fe yfecT fewT fe Awfer wri wfw 
t A FRfey fe:^w fefei A wfefe wfe wt 
few TW 11 

j 


9.2. 


^RT fey W? WR feA At A fe & x ^ . _ , , v „ t ^ 

fi) #fefefeyR % yifewwr gr?r fe M f^M sik ^ ^ ^%fe fe A Hw 
fe w Aw fe fe i yfewywwr wfe ywrfer is ferny ^fe fe wr y? or ww 
pfe if 1377 fewr <ra» wr wrr few ww ti ^ ^ni A ^ w «* 
5 ffeRT gfeTT WTelW WWT TFT t A ?F ^ fe A fe fe A ^WR 

y%yfe 11 ^Tf TTWR fe WWSTy fe fewM fefe feffe? WRfey Tcfe A fe? AT t, WFT Rift 1 ! 
en^ff ^ fe? 3 lffefR WT WRR few t, FW fefe A AA, fe t^TR WR 3fe £W ^ 
fe WW vRTFRfey ffeWW? WT TT^R W7 A 11 ^ f __ 

(ii) tfefefe SRcfT fe OTWR <R, A Ap?! fecR fe fey 8,20,000 ^jfW fe ^ W? TO WW 
1 1 wn AW fe 3TTfe W. feyyrfe/55/2008 ffefe 30 few 2008 WT AfcR fe, ^ 

^ 21 if ^ ^tArr y ww t ffe "ww ywOT fe fewA wfe fe fey, feA 

wyw awm fe trww ww m anwfer fer 1 ^ At fe few 4 A j* Arw ww ?wfeT 


(iiO- 


(iv). 


yfc feT M t ! r ^ ^ 

TOSTCFft A eft 3TEWWTT A ^ A fe ^xT ^3m-14019/6/2002-« t^ 

14-09-2003 ^ mm. MMW ^ 

3ffyR yy y^P y^ y^ ^ ^ ww $ ™ 

1 ■<& RyT y^T 2R f% y? y^ sfR ^ 1 ^ 

yrsRy fefte r ft ^ 27 ytef y^ ftm tor t Rt ^ ^RRt ylcfrrRy tA #tr 11 

TfFERrR ^RT 31^^ ^ yRRTR ^ 3T^R, FRT^ ^RT y^R ^ yf «f ^ ^ 

yTR f^RT yy^ ^ y^ R^R IM ^ teT rri ?Rt t, rrft, ^ RRR R ^2. 

6 (I) (iv) ^ yF ^3 fcRn yyr t f^> ''yyyWsri yiR ^RR y ^ #M%<* ^ri m fci 
^pt -ft cTf^y ^ " 4 R 10 l^y M RTRft' i crfr, y? ynyR ^y Rycfr ^ y^i ?Ym 

yr?t wr yRy^R rrt 3#ftyy $ y‘yT ^Rtt rr ^ ^ y?rf ^ ^ * 

/3i2M vjfFF yyRf yy Ay ^yctR frtr ^ ^r fAfty f^yr tot t” 1 y? ^ wm yy 10 




Ml »»*»«M''‘'*' 4t '* >l< 


[STTTT HI—Tjjrnr 4] 


*TTTcT oRT : 3TOTVTC*T 


(v). 


arafir * ftn; wrai w * aft rn aa am 7 * f, _ „ 

"SSIS SS f m ™ mft # Irt TOW ^ =W ^ 

iw/W m $mpft tfcnr tMM^, smfcrfa!on4ift mftw ft ftnrr mm'i 

^ T ,H 3 9 2 QQ 5 n fl* 2.13. aft f^racT a^r anctr 

II _ SS BPnrri? ftafcr fftmm oft mfftm gym krffcr or4 # mm ftmrn 

tLZ IS! rnifift write oftSftSft 

mcf tfmpmw ftm wpnt far wm vwd % ufcw im/zrft in ui^m 
^Vr? v7W w+fw)/vf<T ffcw W^mf 

3tT^I aft at 89 f*TO 18 3t«cl 2007 W % 14 (vi) , PpRij aiRtT f: 

* ^StmSSSS 7 * ®Vt 5 ^ **" ~ **■ W tor 8m 

zn j*M 7 ± ci.. mOa ^ ^ 829307 07 2006 8 0m,8<p OfflOIW w 8wR 55 Yi 

* ^fnm 932970 vfcrfim 8m i, mr8. ri 2007 8 8m 9 , 4033 IL, oft 

ss— 

2 f 5 2 £ 5 <£ X 

n 5?^ ^ *m *mft 8 mft 8m m %m £ ftftm8> fthmM gnr nfc oft tb * 

OjiRwftlMft 7 (w 8 mrnm 00 srym mift wm jw> 8iw ^ gfmmooo Sr 

SSS W JS * & 1 Z m 8ft=m onmft 20 m ft 8 ofrim m or rmn i sniff* 

m*Z ATIZS’^IlfS^l* !»* »£ « Si 

f sr«ffls srsss x tsz tjSi 

ttzszvs&r-'*•i&zzziuvz 

t^%r% 2 Z to# TZfZSSJS 1 Hi ' 3!7nfSm fi * 

mfmfftc! 4 %-tfg 2008 4 BF 7^# ^ suit qfai&s gm uzfar, Bm ir/l 

S mo % *' &to»* L» aj,©S# 

% ;m SS " * ** ^ 2008 # ^ ’ Mm ^ T *' !mwr OT 7 9,25.521 c^ 77 

m Bffitftn rf 2009 # fa? 7,49346 £?% m tmftcl 777W 77^ 55^77 t^w 

S^5 s tr ^ ^ ^ JSStZSsz 

SSL HJS! SLLS 7 ^ ^ 3F ' m ^ fm frn mu, mm eft ftft vfiftr 

«w jpfe- rnnftfftm 8m mmri w 
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TjqrhfR * 4? RlffeWN 4114 W t fft SRT *WT ^ ^ W?™ f 

cTT^ ^ N44T4 «IT 4M, 44 444 WTTN cT^TT ft WNR 44 4HftftT STT! 4)lN4 Wn ^ 

^etM ftfetftftftjcf ftt fulfil 4*1 WEI MI £1 14 NlftWER ft WWW * 
ft 414 W TINT NT fft, 4? ^R! ?Wt fe ^ $ ^Wcl ^ Vm ^ 2008 

$ f^7 efrfttftftfr el gKT fo? W 4TcTT44T 311414 44 ^ 2008 ftt MU 4ft 2008 ftt 3444 W 

ft Tfelffel toT ETTRI A ^ ^ v 

3Tcrm rnffewN ^ wr t f^ “mrft, ^ w sFpfFFf <m n man rnmcm m m$ 
ywmv am&nmr umr at ftft siftfa ^mrn vfafa yfo wmrtfar far mart 

qTRT^E ffclfct 4o 2ft [ft <£FRT ftfelR ^ 2009 ft ?j*> |34 ^1^ W44T t f^^ft WWftft 
AH*qift 2ft 3fft TfxRTcEft ft ^ ftft ft cTc^TcT 414 4*£ft ft TTftf&rl 445 1^41 J* ^ ^ 

7g® Wft fftfe 4ft 4ft W-Wifeft ft 3I^IR GTlcTT eft ft 314414 W ft 4? Wi i 

^ ^ftftWlReT 4771 ~ft\i M 34^14 4ftt cTHTTI 441 NT, ftfelfe TER 4aT4T W t. ^^4 
TnftTRTri efft tjft efPft 44 100 yfcTTTrf TPTlftlfed 4lft 4W4 W%4 1 

^rft 3RTT4T TTffeWN ft ftTT 14 (x) ft 4>W ft fe 

^W 7 eft *rc» ft ^ ft ftto? w wft RY/ ajar t mm <rt l jcm ft m 

mMa, vft si ft mpma <& <mw eft 3^7 ^ w 

i rf^zfTc m mpik vmr mft t at &®?tv mat wp ft i°fa: mrntftm mm 

mmft 

efft 2009 ^ teTC- ftpTI 4ft 2007 ftt? 2008 fcT? nftl ftt WRT I 

^ H^ TR, ijft FTlftt 44 ft^TH ^T4 kI 4 50 ftftNE ft ftF? TjMftcT fft^T 4TT 

wm ftl 

(Vi). 2007 ft 2010 3lftft ft ftRH, ?ft ^0 36.33 4^05 ^ ft feR ^1ER 46lPlft2lld 4 ft ft | 

fftFR TER ftt ftt l '5T1 feRT 44 ^44 TOWl, yft ftf^ RT4F44 Tf^ft ft YT4TR 44 ftRcTTW 
ft M3 44 44fttftftl f 1 FF4 E0 27.10 44fe ft ^e4 ft felR Smftlfti ftR 4^ftl ftt 4Tfft ft^fe^ 

^af[ ftrmr ft tferftl ft 1ft4 few 44 44ft4 fftn NT I 414 ?ft ft ft3 4c3 444445 ft 344 ^4 4 

fe41 474 ?R, W34 474-ft 44 4ft^ 3lft 4ft 11 fttfel 4^ft ftt 4lfft ft ™ ^ 

qf^rfftrfti ft ftftoiT^ft?T4 ft ftfer 4P i ?4ft w 4ifft ft fwftr 4ffe4fer ftt wrr ft 

ftft d § I 4T4 fer>4 ftt3 4?,wft feafcRR 44 cTTH 3lte4vT 4R-1 44 4? ^ 444 ft feWR 44 
^44 f 44 44 441414141 ft 4444 RrtRR fftftfe4 4ft TftfteT 4ft 4R4T 4T?ft 11^ cFW. 
44 fftTR 4Rft 14 fft Wlft 3414141 4NT 4T4R4 ft Nft 4“ft ftl ^if^, ?^ft 44ft ftft44 ft 
444T34ft44 feT4 ft 4414 ft! ?R1 fe4T NT 3ift §ft 1W4 44ft 4N45 ft T4N MS Iftw 441 ? I 


9 3 #TcrtW ^ * OTTW TCiT? A ?TTfi 7 i f^afi * wr 4 ^ awft fitftrc f^Tn ^ ^ 

3 ^ f^T w JJI 1 $ aipft filftre fM^wi aff i 

qflrrmPWl TFT THUIS ftft rTlfcT 44 ' 4 c 4 fft 4 44 ft ____. 

j 

aHTTv 4 RT ^ 41 ^ 4 l fftfes IcWffelT 

ft 44 ft 1 ft 44 4 T 4 T 4 

! (i). 

4 ft 2007 ft 2012 ft TEW 4 ft ft" fcT 4 
11.77 cTR 4 44 IcNftftnl 4 ift 4 ef ft) 

4 TMRTI 

ftfeoftftt ft 44 ft fftfen N^fftlNT 4 ft W 11 

! 

( 0 . 

' ftfeftlftfed 5 RT 4 ft 2010 ft 2012 ft 

I VrftT 4 > 44 ft fe 4 45441 : 7.80 RE 4 ft ft), 
j 8.20 eT! 4 I ftft), ftft 8.50 el IN ft 4 \JK . 

fttftlftftlTel ft 4 ft 2010 ft 2012 4 ) fe \ 7 4 ^H 4 )ft 4 ^ diawiei 

45 T 311414 414141 % ftft ^ftfttft^R ft ftftWEft ftt 444 ft 


mpw > 


[m III—73^4] 


MK7T TFjTHi : 



cRtjt g Oft gpp eTHTTr 


I. 

I 


mSS'* *0 113.91 cft^? $ c||frfe 

afa ^ 2010 7t 2012 ^ g^jg> 
^ ^ foR 3R?T: 7>0 33.08 gkt^, ^0 34. 
46 35%? 3tk ^0 11.87 4> 

SWlftcf f| 

2009 ^ 7>0 113.22 B$t x*ft[ 2 

^ne 5^ft gft Tsr^, gif 2010 ^ 3krr 2 
4>t JRdlfad snfa, gtf 2011 3ik i 
2012 ^ ^kn ykto> ^ an^fo ft g>r 
yfwrag a?k gif 2011 % 
t?o 21 gkr? ^ gg y^crrfcjcT f^f^fe * 


^ - --- •■ ->- —»> «i\J nwiq 

w tt f^r ^ f | ^ 3^^ f^rr w 1 3 ^ 

g? OT^T W t? 1% ^ ^ 3fR<M, ffa J&R Sftfc 

^ 73^ $ mv % gft^fg <£ yTrfrg ^ srdtcT h 
^ feggi ajk 3RJ w? 3W»jf (^T^7R 

^ ^0 ^ *t #?M#Jc 7 5RT f%V ^ 

^ tR ^ faftre f^rrfr 11 


^ ^ ^ mm ot gg wr 1M , %1H h, 

?|] q ^ ?fa afrf ’T^Tfr vm Raging gt 3rr^f gi srttr 

'^tiitThiv'ci i> ftgig g>t ^teT _ jv ~ . s ^ ... 

f^erfcf gR 3 gnR| ^ ^ eTRf^T 3RR g> 

3T^FIR <pg Mcdi Tiki 3lk *1M4)g \3^ ^gigiefg ^ 3TT^?T ^ 
mm sm g>t g^/^g g^r ^r ^ 


($0 eTRSfr ^T) 


fp. tfie 

t j 

araw 

UfcfeRT ^ 
^ wnjaii 
^a^BR 
,^4 4^21 

gftr 

gwr Hiwtepr 4 
artago 1 ufir 
grf 4t wrta 8 

4^f 4 4Ff 3Q 
vfllw^ ^ 
aw, ^a^BR t 

44/^4 4^2T 
RTftn 

. k®5 : ’fe? vjrd 
(40.190 44 4) 
p#T 44 19 

anng 02-03 
r arimr 
12-13 ■ 

2604.26 

5.30 

mm % ia 
«xntr) 




600 5 xitc i 

(2.10,500 44 *ft) 

v 4^5 44 1 

ftWillf 54 30, 

t<t^) 

S*P*7 

01—02 t 

12-*13 

15282.55 

_J 

31.32 


I ^ &1$ m TfrFrttit) sfo ^7»teT ^ 45t 

^cNfT ^ 7T4R 4, ^ 3Fgj^rat *1^ ff | 1 

tt^t f^psT aik sf£ ^ ^ A 
&RT irnkf ^ 'fRTH $> 
ffarz ’Mppet art^Rf ^ ^> crr^ git <siiRyf ^7^ 

^ ft’IW 8-3-2006 git gi% t^TT aTT sfR ?rg 

cig> 7t , H^gJtg?nait ^Jcr 28 - 2-2005 it 9 


16-1? 01/2011—4 
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yfcrem ^ 33 77 aft W 

^>tM4kd ^ q>rto qkr aft 3^rfcf aft sra tr* 
skt £q ^Hilton qft f^n ott ti ^ 

3T5^rR, dT5 # ft #totfTftft^d 29—11—2030 aft W<f 3 
cfflt aft dl^Tt 3R® ft fcR 30-11-2001 ft <£NTft 
TO ft dlffal ^ ft ^0 1 /— WfcT ^nf to Slfct aft 

3RT ajoftlTI 

vjq^ wzm fto ft wr ft wrtw toe ^ 
^ i ^ i d 4 ft aftta aft afti ^tt ^rrarau ft aroft anftjr 
9—6—2008 URT TOT ft qft ftt tod 3d f^TT afl afk 
HIHfti) q^W aftTTOT ft Wl ftt ^ ftt ftt | ftft, Moll 
ft *RTO ^ -iliqfdq tfft Hidftld tftg ft ^<t>d 
RRlftkl ft srr^TT ftt TOTT ^ ftt tofa % ft 
^fPfST ^gfttftt ftt t atk TOdT atftt ^H4li ft feR ^jfttq^ 
f^TETT dRT t 3tk HRftfcl 3rtJ ^midq ft Tm dfftt 11 


10.1. fd ft ftapT TpRlft 29 Ufff 2010 aft ToET *qRT ftto ft dlftfad aft nft ftt I #tofrt[d ft 

3TW T^TTT ftftftftcf fftqT aTT 3lk aEfft ftfttfftd TTTOT <FT TFR ^TiT^ fftqT 2TTI ito ^ 

ftkftfttftkd 3lk vjqtiWdl TPT3^fT ft aElft Pi^’l M'^d fft^ ft I 

10.2. ft W », toftt ftt ft fttfttM?d ft jlTOT ft^ ^ ag® fH 3 ? ^ 

ftdft q?I 37^7 fftqT W 2711 ft^Kl ajdqi^ ft, q? «TcTRTT W 27T f^5 gTTf ^^d^cTi cpt tq qyi f^ TRTt 

c^ mv ^ f^R wrtm qqiTT ^ ^fjicR 3nm T7 f^ J 

1^41 dd #q ^ ^mar srfreT aw ^ t, ##^14^ ^ #jtpM ^ ^ w ar^rr? qf^q qqf ^f T^er f^rrat 

^T 3T^TET cPmrT «7T| tg ^ ^ ^RTeR 

^ H l d*tiq TJeF>cT ^mqisSter ^ 3H^?ff W ^ eETT^ 11 ?Tf % ^^cfi 374^7 ^lk JRW 

RRTdq ^ 3CT^qrft q> 3I^HN 3FTk cfrq qqf $ fcR #7M%?r gm ’fTcTFr ^ qik TO tort wt 
dT^ ^ 7{d £Nl4q TOT T? f4^d fM^T ^f I TfcR W 3EJBN #^T4ke7 ^T?T MCdl i^WI^ 

IHT %4T W t ( ufffe f^W{ f: 


285 ^ WZ % TP$RT #Mtol q^T WTR 


■S" 

anrt^r 

It.6.02 Tl 
18,6.03 

^ TO 
* 

«%$T 

IK H 
TO 4 

<pf 4t. 

*TT? 

100 

IWf ^ 
3T^ WT ^ 

T^er q% 
TO ^ 


^ TO ^ 
(K*te 5 ^ 

IK 30 

iif 4t. 

- m*m *» 

TKT r 6dl6i«J 
^ 3TT^?T ^ 
3f^TE 

Tjqer TTflT 
TO % 

1 

SFTTft 02-03 

3800 

- 

3800 

40190 

12 

IOC 

18326640 

1 

i 

4fll90 

40190 

1 

ITO 03-04 

"3800 

190 

3990 

40190 

12 

100 

162428^“ 

2 j i 

i 

40190 

40190 

__ 

iTTO 04-05 

3990 

200 

4190 

40190" 1 

12 

100 

20207532 

3 : : 

__i— 

40190 

40180 

1 

SPTO 05-06 

4190- 

"ITS d 

4400 

40190 

12" 

IOC 

21220320 

4 


40190 

40190 

1 

irna 064)7 

4400 

220 

4620 

40190 

12 

100 

mmzT* 


' 

- 

4C1BC 

— Jj 

40190 

"6 

iiTRI 07-08 

4620 

231 

4851 

401 SO 

12 

■09 pi08M-S j 9 

1.3 

40160 

52247 

1 

SFTRT06-09 

4851 

243 

5094 

*W 

12 " 

i'X 



T- -3 

4C190 

[' 52247 

1 

iPTTfl 09-10 

£094 

286 

5349 

40190 

12 

100 

i*7$T*±' 


•i 

40190 

5224 ■ 

1 

inm 10-n 

S349 

267 

5616 

4 Olio 

12 

100 

2?0^84i 


1 3 

421SC 

52247 

To 

irrm 11-12 

5616 

281 

5897 

40100 

' 12"' 

‘ i?c 

23440062 

to 

13 

40190 

52247 

ii 

aroi 12-13 

5897 

295 

6192 

40190 

12 

100 

28862778 

11 

1.69 

40190 

67921 









260421378 




S30106 


c 








Irn HI— 4] 



12 P«-1I 6182 310 f oMZ 2108Q0 12 


100 .1 1«4j40S 


210500 I 355745 


L—I- I I _ j j _I iwu + 

11 - 1 - W Wtafr 26 W 2010 fw 

^ TOW tfr mrnm tar.t I #%[ gm 3 ^ ^tad 

^ 2010—11 2012-13 ^ ^ taA20 cTRsT 

* to**»n # 2010-11 ^ 

fFTT^cT: 2008 t taf^f if Mfti V$m 
3 taftcr w|c4i 3 r?rot tar «jf | 
w*m « tjpr w-sj; m ta* tar arr, ; 

11.2, 7 T^R 2009 ^ y^cTTW 3it^ vjjejnf 2010 ^ 


^ « 2009 $ 3Hrt §M ^ 4%cT ta 

26 9?* 2oio ^ ta ^ tatf A * 

m wi Mfor 

J9J 2-13 i> 3Rr} .~4Kii<4lcf 3RpTHf #fte tar 
wgr gp? fom Wr 2008 3 > 

w ^ M <£ ta ^ 

1^ TOW ^,pHk*rc> Mb ^ mtareg <ft 7^ 
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11 .3. ymrftEr wet sfk RyytymRt yft wyp feorMf $> fcR T^rrfem toT ttot stt i ft^yPrai 

#tf|ffiftyR yft yftqfe ^HT yT TR P 3T$PcT ^ sj[ | ^MrMTJR 3 3TTFft fMPETT ^ ^ 11 

12. 3 frt FTferR yretlPm yrw tt yw ^ Ticft aft? yj^/yy^t yRR aft? fr P frt tfc^ 

Rpff ^rfcff^cfcT ^cH! /TyRfETRR yy ttPcT 3EFI WEI Pt ^R^ RT 3FJ#T Rh^ll W ^E I ^dlc^yR ^ 6Hp aft? 
yyy} y? ScgRR fclT 1 1 F*Tp FRT WT? W TO aft? y>T SoJoR ^ cTlfcEMT^ teT W f: 


teti. 

f*tP w 

PM'lpd y,i wid 

i. 

tfUA<*MyR gKT 4 lfeet f^T W ymfe 5W 
yy retr Perr t?et yyf y?l wPr wife 

2010-11 ^ 2012-13 ^ feE? eTWI 10 yfrRTcT 

yy star w yyifcrr 11 ypft trjre *ret P 13. 
77 yfcRET <j^ wi rt rrr yy*e yp i 

y? ttrt t retr ftwr yyjRE y*ai4 iu 

ypRET yy aftyET etr wiki 1 1 cEeR 27 yfcRm y?r 
^ypt wyw TER€t trt-^ t, aft? trjre ^ yy fy 
cfFTtT yy yw wt yyjRE Mfry yR^ wt 
teT rett yrf^yi 13.77 yfcmy yy rffR yR^ ^ 

yry rTtet RiyT 0 eT rett ti m Pinfcifey yy^RT ^ 
y?rt yt f Rt ^ yy^ yRcn f: 

Riyr yy^RE Tf yF^ (R^ty 10%)= 10 00 

Ry^ET yy yryc^l yyiy(io*27%) = 2.70 

viy^yy yy yryc^t yRET (2.7 *27%) = 0.73 

cEE'fly?! ^yy y^RE <A yR? R yyTy= 0.34 

sRyyftyr yyjRP ^ <^r = 13.77 

2. 

^ yP 2009-10 yt cii>kifty> 
yfETFTET 3 p ^ofty/RFm $ RTRlR P 

appictt yyf 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 yt aEjyETt yr[ 

3RTcR/yRTtPjcT yRRT RT! W\ 

Ttftcl yp 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 ^ R^TlfcET 

cTFTcf ftwr feP frt Pir w arjyEi ^r Pr 
y^t ^ ti #Pt€tPtrR yP 2009-10 yt 
9K-yRy> yiaiylcl aft? ftcdly/RFTcT sfRt ^ 
3 TRIR yy TAPPET RFKT PERR WI yR aft? 

PfPy yPi 

FE^ y^ 2010-11 yt 2012-13 ^ feE,’ R^'ilRa ElTfRl <$ 
3TETR yy FERT ’JR TFETTy f^TtR 24 W^R RRT f^ET 2TTI 
erf!, fe yiiWyR frt yr% f^Ry ^r^REft RityrT yrt 
y> yiy ( 7^ yFJT W t 1^ ^KeRE^ ^ fiEETT ^ 

R^yyy trjre yR^ y^t Tyfrr 3rfEp y?f 1 1 

yyy yr; ^tyrET^/i4/2008-TyTRRT^#€t %yyy 2008: 
^3 yf; 26 R-[t^y 13 \}<sRa f^R W f | 

yyyyrRi^M ^ eet^ ^ fe yrtoyR ^ affy ym ttt 4 
f^yyyy 2008 c^ 3 ot f^R mRci rt^?t yf, 
(ffyyRtT / 55 / 2008-yRyTTR i^ri^ ^yi yf; 5 , F 63 3 

R-^RcT tel W STTI 

vjy^yy ^ RRTTf, #rr Reetr cjcftyfTfty (yfr.yf. 214 
Rrtr 30 Rypyy 2008), eMrt^ (yft. yf. 71 Rrtr 16 
yi4 2010). Tfyyjy yRH (yft.yf. 29 Rrtr 19 RRyfi 2009) 
3fk <£ retR ^ ft yifeyRR srt yiRr 

FH utReirr ^ REf ?rfE^ sffy yryfaET seett y^ wit y51 

y^fcl RRt ^TR tor 9TT Rt 2005 ^ ^ ^TS 

2 . 9.10 c^ srjyfR ft Pi Re? 1 1 

2005 f^TlPr^T ^ 2 . 9.10 

y^t^T yfrTRTH WR 5 T yRn^ ?ii y^t R^ 3 ty spy 
^ftyriRt/vjyyyRt yy Rrr yR^ |y frt 

yRn'ftra yRET/eftyd y^t arycTT ^ RyytPrar rrr ^ 
tjft Ftmi ’fr? ^ rit ^ Pry rPiRcki ynm wf^Tcr 
cR^ 3 f[y RftlPyE T[ftETTRf ^ Wn^TTR ftEERT ^ feR 
yRRt yP yiyyyfr ^ ^ spjyny, rPeteet y^twf 


• lt*P4*fW**P W 


—» f 1 !i tm —.TT^T" 



[VfFT W—4 ] 


*TR<T ^FTF TRmj r 

—. II ' V, 


29 


•J 

4 

— r * 

jjjto** 60 wlto 3ik %m $ ami tog g> fag 

fagr toi i srg emm tolto so gfto % so 
w?r?r to w m t k far? to tor 

toto storm # toritct gtot tr fttfg 

^ 3JE fa W ^ g>to gg totor to ^ w[<\ 

^ ^ HTOI aiKR IR Ma ftan Mii^i ijsmf 4 
^nW^i cjr^ TTHchUd ih 

ttjf'fifa ^ ^OTit snM g5t a^arr c^ 

jk 5^: g>r4 fern t sjk g5t 3 %t ^ 

^ ^ 26 xgdtf 2010 m WTO# 

1 

o. 

1 

1 

emr: 

^ tm fam 22 v£T 2010 

im ( wr 2009 ^ to g^rnr #-to 

m ip 3960 ^ tot 3##^ 

to3Tf#Sjto 
w Sfri TOlft, TfWliWtlJR # 3960 ^ 

*R TO# c# fag fa*R gj# to 
afficp § cfTRrg ^ #v# £i 

^ ^ gk at^ci! 3RTFTFT # 3960 wf# 

^rl ^ ^ to 11 ufw x{fe 1 

# ^ffe ^ef 3960 t| yR 3R# t % 

tor 3960 vn srfom m 

to Rto 3^|#y/l gRT 3P#^cT gfrIHMcb) ^ 3PJHR 4171 

^ to to w sfc xt^tr am ^ w 

fcflf xRf fikfcf) 26 ^cfl^ 2010 # f^RTT 

W #| 

?ic# wrt wfcr to &tt f^ Fdr# uv£ am grorto 

IJpl «( (3960 ^ffe) ^ anqR IR 7.78,292 

*..yii ^ 5 20000 aft arar >r ftaR fen sit. 

3*#f?> fiT^TcfT Mfqtitycj# tr 3JTOTfk t 3jk an^R ^ 

to 3 rtor # wit# ^ f i am: gfe 

fa 3960 IRTtf WTO# ^ fag *to% ^ to 

wtl 

4, 

1 

1 

f 

3 

WJIcNjc+fa 3ffzf; 

(i). ?RT 3pf^T PtPf $ 

^7ff^fT URjh) $ to .25ST (3TFT 3 Rr) g# 

3 9f^ji0cfj ^ g? 3T#aTT ^Tcft t fa g^ 
3f^TI% gidigict 4* to # 3TTg <?>T fa?tjcj 
^rf^ePT # 3^ 

# WTR m?W WJT# g# gRT to aft J 

to ggr f fa xlJxflcTl^^cf to-2?g gg 
^ ^ST t, v5Tt c^ttej cf5^Rf g# gc#g> j#d# 

# 3gg g# ^ todT % sfa 3fR gg fafgcT 
^to W ag| sfatoto to 

^T TOR TR Sffto SRTto Jmm $ 

M jf 3IPI ipr fiUrJfl IlffcieH « 4? <pft 
klVlto to flf> fag gidl gkldj ?# ggig 

^ to g^fcPT #? TORT <# fag 

TcR—STeR ]RcTR ^ | 

to- to 2^ ^ fag a#t wr^7 WTT kg ti 

^9^1 4te g># fa g|( ^Tp# viy^cpri hc^ccr 2 # g^TT 

WT; £ 3TC7R TR gj^3# ^ %, 

f^jftoT g^g> g# #%t afa mfk 

to? 11 ” 2012 ~ 13 * ^ toR gfafato ^ fag 
^^;3TT^ 3RTPR WW WTT# f 1 WT ^ 

ar^Rfaqr w ang ^t fa^r gffappr to w 

■ ^ ^rr ^ % 3 trt 3}^m ttftcp errirTT tr irons# 

<R antto t ij... 

( 

3 

<? 

1). ^ 2010-lj $ 2012-13 gt fa# 3TR $ 

# totoqw m totor fato 

--- - * 

g# 31 gm 2010 g# tog 3 tctr" 

^?8H94 Hj% artM 3RR fft,nftfl 7^ t, 5^ 
w2T ^ ggfa # arto J 3ttstr tr srth srg# 

>_W? WIR 87 <R fclR fen f| 10 (Hi) 
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fR^IoH CTFRT: 
qffe aft? SRIST <S?: 

(rfj). cj^ 2008-09 aft? 2009-10 ^ foFT MRilcH 
cfo? cTFTcT 4>t ^FRT 3 7 TcRft (cpRllM 
7R5TT cFT TAIT'< aft? 'Ul^cTl^Y^ ^FPl 
cfFTcT feRT *f ftftcT Tiff ^ ^ ^ TOT 

t), 5TTT ^ ^ ^ t 

wf-3^r *f ^ <& ^ 11 

fo), ^M4W ' cI W ^ 2008-09 3?f cpETT T 
2009-10 ^ fcF? affair! cIFTcT IlfcT ^4^1^ 4f 
cTWT 44 TjfcRTcI ^ *R f^IR f^IT 11 
ufTTTfo p?T WRIT W t, 

HvH <^l RimcH «F5f? 'ft ?En I 
fttftleMR cI affair! eTETcT yfcf rtnft ft cTWT 
44 ^fcmcT tft ft* ft F'Wfftaft TTl^I 
ftfttl 


3 wf & 3FpfFff W ftfar? ffan w £ w 

$»ffe $ f$> foftPTQ ?7 ft 3icVI<t& i dc1W-V<?W 3 wf <$ 

mfo ft wm sf vfptfi Mt md ft &f&? %<?wPfd 
d dm vffcr *itvjp y¥fc& &mr swfo 
yffoftdMfifcr sm rff *1$ w+n&$> MTV RwRfjfr & 
ms 2.13 i &fnr? trsd ff%c& mfcn $ mv vftsftm 
rff vfFpft" l 


tthriti 3 ertf 4 ft ara^ ^ fen 11 ftr^T 
YT^cT 2010 ft of 74c*T Ft I£FT ^ ^ ^TIR 
Rptcpt (ararfeT M 2010 ft afttei 2013) ft> fen? wft?r 
gifPl ^ | TffaftcftfttTcT ft ftdM aft? ftcTTTFftt ft STcfFIT 
enf^cp #RI ireftf ft RWT 53 fteTO ftt ^Rftf *ftj 

^cnftftt thwi ft, #fttfttter ft <g® cf)4tiifM <$\ 

^TI ^rR Tff^jj sfR 53 TTfcTTTcT «f?F ^ TRsf 7 ! 4f 
TR’RT TsfSP ’ff ^ Sf 1 c^RJT tt? ^ dte eF$ f^ 5*lH 
f%T5?Rf ^tr ^r Tna^i #stt 1 f^m 4 

Tft ff^ 'W W^f ^ TTRI «i«lic|ui ^ ^ 

TI. 3 3 M «(T TRFRfl 11 «PTR ^ sfcl W ^ 

11 ^ 3fR ^1 ^Rqftffl, ^fl f^ #1 ^ T# 

f ( E2TR ff T^f ^ $x1<^ feR cRPTT 44 yfcRRT ^ 

^HH ^R fet^TR f^RT 2JT | F 1 ! 3PJ&4 «FT^ t f^ 6*fR 

Pl^v ff ^R f^iR f^R 1 

2007, 2008-09 3ft? 2009-10 T> feF? ^4^Rt f^PToft 
aft? 6Z^ f^TJ TR f: 

?ft 4 RpFcft 2007 2000-09 2009-10 i 

qf^rroRf* 199 163 177 

q 44 era> 79 83 84 

R«!ER TCT 5 P 12 12 12 

eTRTeT ^TTRfra ^ 3 (off®) 

qR^IHcb 428 575 494 

qtf 48 Rfi 181 295 280 

PR Tdq> 153 133 120 

pi mb If f% -^m Rmpi ^ aw $ fa 

¥TRTT ^ ll 

if 2007, 20oi—09 aft? 2009 -10 ^ feFI Rt^ 


3RRSRI ^«R: ^ 2007 ' 2 °°! 1 

. v^aitTeTPTeT^^f^^t: 

pft cRF cR 2008-09 aft? 2009-10 ^ TeFI 

srpm '^! 5IFICI ^ wn 4 na# >«f«> *»’ ;o,>8 -’“ 

(< h»l^ i R4 t «f>t wi w ^saiK afR afrwi aro *ih 6 4 o 

354falH -M<1l>fli!a 5RI 314^ al'ld ftW , 4 ^ „ 90 87 

„ 15 

^J t L 5 ^ n T W ’ 

IfF Wt-374 i ?IFt Wf RNT FRIT 5 I 

e 2 o 





HI—^1^4] 





(m). j W\W WcH cim: 


223 316 

135 1S2 m 

|\* t f^) ^cfapT f^cicj-r $ tppf 3 ^ jj 

PH ^ fl 3 


(0- ^ X* mm m teft 

^ w sttfan f^tf ^ 2 

Sffaf^rT WZ WWiVli 3 > <§ef <£?T 4 

^ * 3ft? ^ ^ ft «% yfcff 

* ^ tfWteMw * gfe f ft ^ 

^ m Jt%T jNt i> ^teinpf ir f afo ^ 
«# <goT W5TT if ^ qtf ^ rr1 

^ atf ^ eft psft, qfr 3R 

sjt f, $ ^<m«i<A 3 r %Hoft v 3 M ' ^r<r 

^Mi 

m^TKjff ^ srctf 4, ?T£ 4te 

f^n vm? fo>. ?ri 2010-11 2012-13 ^ 

sntffcm vstt# £ f^ 

W2TT, x*$ wfl^cT u^m <£ 
I £foT?r ^ wter q?fcR 

cfft ^cPTT 4 , cTRrR 4 t| 3R: 

4^4)^ teft 4 ff% ^rr aite 


^T ^ it ft# t: ^ ^ 

*jj* sreftcnf ^ mfa\ ti we 

W;J2!L^ 7pTHT3 ^ ^ ^ ^ tern afa 
a?Tt?R ?TT gfHfe ? f 1 w4 3 ^ w mtfm j^\ 

3L?^r? ^ WR $, TRta ^7% I 

^ ^ cTPTHH fvHm 

yggrTOMgFff t. * *m $ flN f| 2008-09 
^ ftyfeff vWHV[ t j 1T?T 
wm* $ mm m wri mM (3mfrr 

* 2012-13) £ 180 ^qf yfir 

^ 3fto m %fR tor 11 cpw 
»n^T Hto ^ ^terr ^ 3 ^ 



BHWilKIWL’ItJshr 


W'HlcHH'l^ef fM ’gf^qiRcl ftmofl cf5t m 

$ i> ^R8f^ ^f q'tfH^vjf) Rsg *4^1 

"ST ?? ^ ffR ^ 4 TcRR, 

^M4\'ef OT ^fRfR 

PlR^Cl ffe4t HHTRt 4> 4 

^Rr^ufr m& ^ fi 


^J^XA?. 1 " 08 - 2010 ^ ^r ^1 ffacft 

^3TR?jzHr - 3ft? ^K"1^ c^f ^«itfi$c; c^ TyiKR ^ 

*m if fi 

^tef ftufcft mfijift cTR ?n%r f 3wfcj. ; 

^ arf en?f^T 3fTf^ ^ f^r wfo 
^TOeft. qfr w ^ ^cm f sft? (^ ^iRrj 
^ 3m?R q? ^f^^iRci ferr w t) 1 

a*nRd f^lfRcT qFT 5HTR ( 3 T f£lch?u f 
^NT!3T4feR ^W|4 vjD qqm ?teTR f^j\7 Tfyr f) | 

(*!). Wfo 5RT? ?teTR % 7 ^ f : 

^ - 2565 

^ - ^0 300/- yfrr 

#r (2.'35 *300) - To 7.69.500/- 

^ftc'C f^frai (2*1200) • TO 2400/- 

'f^‘ 5 «fti?Ifl ftvjcfl ^571 - TO 38.595/- 
^ f*te}Rft *ll ,, l irfrt *fT5 - TO 8,10.495/- 

^ 9f^ HT? - TO 97,25,940/- 
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---—r 

(ftafra cd 2010-11 ^ f??) 

jT 5 ?ftt mft ft ftm to? fttmrmft fft?#rftftr ft stjto 
^ thKftr ft to TjlftdiR? tftrj m; t! 


JRTO?t ftt? 3^?£R1 dHIci: 

TO# fclTO?!#? TO# ft fcR \34?TOt ftt? R^e?I 
ftwdftt ftt 3^Hlfftd *RTO? ftt? dd^SRl jdPld 
# fftTOJ? raft ftft TOlft ft TOR TO?, ftt?ftftfttRcT 
^ f%qf ct 4 2010-11 ^ 2012—13 ft feP? TOct 
TOT mpr ftt ?£# ft? ft ftt | TO? ?£ft ft 

TOft 2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft fcR TORT: TO 550 
cm?, TO 605 em? ft? TO 665 <TF? ftt 

stjtotRi? mra? ft? 3 tj?tot nft? ft ftroft? 

TO7TO?: ??0 197.43 cTRsf, TO 211.34 cTR? 3ft? TO 

265.40 cm? ft qftf «Kcft ft ?ftR? fr 1 
#ftftftRcT ?rft RTORifttro cmt i ft fen? tot? 
ft? to^tot cmr? ft tojtottoT to? to^toto ft fen? 
t^RTJeT WTR ftftl 

mra? ftt? 3rg?5FT to? mr ?rtt ft a^rnr ?tt 

ePililT yn ?ch?T ftt? ??T?t TO?T ?T? ?fttft ^?lftt ft H?lftt 

^t ?tt t ?t draft ??ft ftt ^ftt? 11 3 

nftf ft TOT? q? mrft ft^T t fft 3T5?5FT TOft TOTO 
cTFTcft ft cTTO? 1.7 ftrNT? 11 ?T? d 9 ? ?? t fft TO 
??ft ftt TTTOFTT t ?t qft?’iRd TOcft ft TOf ft ?ftt 
?fft?T? ftt TOR ??ftt mWT? 3T^TO ft?T ?lft? 1 TO 

rnfftm?? ft ?? ftt mftt t fft raft ftt R? ftft d 

?T?eF qfclMIdftt 4? 3TTOlt?j? ?ft, ftt Tlftt ftftqiBlcF 
ft? fftrft ?wft ftt TO? ft 7 ftcT?T? TR ft MR? 

f^rar to t i mftft, TOft TO^r M ftt ?^ft ftt 

tl To ftwft ft 3T^ftr m?ft t fft toR TO? 

?TO m?? TTTOTft F? ft?T? lft?T TO I 

livT - 

TOId?! eTTTO. 

o 

(tot). fftmft 3ft? M rft? ft wt ft TORTd?T 
diftt ft tom ?ttfttftftRN 3?? itfft? TOTisrt ft 

#fttftftRTT ft fftft TF£n TOR#ft? eRTO? ftt 
TOIdTTOT? ft TFT TO M t, TRTTERl ft Mfti 

eft ?# fcrai totoi t aft? ? ft trwt! ftt toRt 
^ ^ A ^ ll * ate * 

TO>TOddl ftt dftt <4Wl? fft^i TO TTTOTT ft ?R 

^roro? tot## ftrorafti ft tot#? ft mftft ftt 
totot? ft ^ ft, ftm fttfttftftroi ft fted 
toitofto ftftt?? ft ftt?r? RtftR? fftrar to to I 

fttfttfttfft^ 3TTO# TOpfTef?! dTTO WTTft TO? 

toRnt to4 toR! 

ftTOt TO? ft TON ft, fftfft? rafft ?cftft5t oft ft feR 
fttroi ft vjqftt? ftt ?t Tftrftt ftt to? to ftt? ti 
toto ftt? ?ft fft fftroft TOftt 2007 - raft 2010 

3Tclfft ft ftt?T? ?fti ?ft t ftt? .TOtfeR TO?^ft ™ TOTO 
ft TOTTO ftt TOTc ft ???t TO yfciPlIftra TOTeft tl 

crarfft, to 3f?cT ftt? qfftrftftra fftnftt to? to ftFTO 

TOTO TORT ?t tl TO? ftt? ftftftftt? W 

ftftt M 1 1 


(7?). dftftft fftraft ft TON ft TOTddT cTPft ft 

fft? fttfttfttftftd st?t ftt? wroft ft, fftroft 
rfrt to? fftra? tot?? ftt tortRitott tto ?ft 
tl 

fftoTcfr to? rara t ftt? $ft 4115^141 

fftTOT ft TOTNT TOT | TO TOlft M TO? ?Tfft 


ft). ?tifttfttftcT ft ftfar toto? ftt <%?d?r to 
7[tq^| ft ft Tlft?TR? fftdl 11 

ftftlftftrod to? ?rofft? toR fft ftft 
#ft#tRd ftt <fTOd?T to ftror toto? to? to? 
t j ^trft toito, to? ft tftmft emra m fftro 

^ft ftr irrftfftmdT tot ?tf t! 

ftft? eft?? qfftftMlcdftt ft ^c? ftt? ftfftn ^ 

totR? 1 1 ?^s? TOft?ifr mraffft? wt ftt? Hfttft 

qtt ?ftt iVMMW ft. TO R? ft? ft R,?dai dT ?rft ft ftt? 
M ftftR?? Mt ftt TOTO ?ft ?? ?ft ftm TO? ftt 
TO 1ft?T TOTO 1 "fftdftt TOd ?lftt ftt ftro cll 4 ld TO 
?mj ftt? mr ?ro ctro ^fft ft feR to?t ramft 1 1 

3Tl^tft ft fftraft ft ?mft? ft TO?lftftt ?TT5? fteTR fftTO 
toto |t 1 mftroft ftt Tj>?di? ftt 'To 1 ?£t 

Rr qfet t&l TO ?0 85 11 

(TO? TOR 1 TgM 2008 ft 30 TSJTO 2011 ?TO 3 mft ftt 

arafft ft Rr fti t!) 


TORN (ft TO TOT 

ftiftfttftftd ft fftnft m ftm mi TOimft ft 
Trmft ft TOirftft to? ftrftt fti 
ft fttftfcTTO ftt? ?ftroft ft fftmt ft ton 7 
^^i^iftt ftt gftrar ftftt ti an^M ft fftm 
ft ft TTO'^ftt to? ?tt ftm to 11 

- - 




[W 1 III— 4 ] 


*TTCg opr TRgg ; 3TOT^R^T 


HCci icpgij: 


mm Mg i> ctt^ M 4 

cTTft^ % FFc^ cf?r aMt % M gesRej eft Mg 
^ SrJfTR Vffafcm #ttTW 3RRft gRT ^g 
tT^T Mjlft gg 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 ?1cR 3 ^ff 
$ mzi Mpt WTT3# g> wfa ift ^pft | 


wf gisft ?n? % i igMjjgg gft Wfl 

\ t 'WWX $ ft’ l 'fa 3>t RtoM gRI it g^ $ 3Tft 

r ’RR? ^«t RngiRg g> war arStcT wM ft i ^5 

i ^ ^nm#r t, i^rfeRj ?g mMRg ^ 3T^T 
f 1? SRfR Pk)< 1 i ft gaff fftftfcr: Tffjfrgf tR fcJtfR 
t^JT viKJ I tfteflifttfftjeT gRT 3Rrft g$T $ Mfg 
^ 3>t t&Jtcf ft, RPguf ?rf^f 3RT RPRJ RRratfijRT cftt vF 
■fltPtft $ J 3R f^vSTT T inft gRI cfft|[ ftt 3TcTf^7 •ggigftjpf 
gft Mrra tm ggifo fh gg^cft ^mr 
gft w? ft $ft g>?ft qft f&rfcT ft M, 

I IRfft 4?q ft gift *R?IRft \3Upft gftftr gfft Mg 

1 'ftftftt t> m ft gfr vjtkit t i 

I ^ 

(mJcfl STftft eft M ftg TC2T ftfcggT sfa gsg?g eft 

ip 3 t^r gig gft aigfft gft ftlftlcTiftM gm gag 

^ 3ftpTR cTlfcfggg^ ter W 11] 

fajtft argfa ^ fen? gsgw Mg ^ sgjgR ftg gs<g 

fom 


Hm~ 

aniir 


ffnr 't'lfiH 
# n aiftr 

^1 

41 

'W' 

41k 

^ aifir 



iw 

^ns — 




T^a 1 
'jfttflf&KH 
(600 4f ?lf) 

30 t1.01 

31.3.10 

211,000 

9 

4 

1,969,333 

'f(1fl'/l<D Jl 
^ fcHJ (286 

% arfWiffl 
^) 

^... 

1»8.02 

31.3.10 

40,190 

7 

7 

304,777 


Mror 


3F%m gg g^T 


^si« 

^yTlcTl lT)^ d ^ WllftfcT JRJegj Mlft&if cp 
^ 2.7.1 g>f igpr ^f mti ^ Mrt#t rt4I 
^ M ^HiPici ^ggm i> ferg 
wng ^jp% aff i ^ ^gg r t 

3?f^ftgg ^ TTra^TFTt ara^gr f^grg?r 3RR c$ 
WTOpfl; Ml Wcf Ft, tfF ^cf 
gRT apftcpa ^egfRi <$\ toft att i W4 3, 
A g^ 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 ^ 
gf^gfamt ^ Mcf 5ra^ ^ ^ ^ 

M gfMoigf g^t yt i 


| ! 5^ 

.{.L- 


( aj^fe 

L— _ 

41<?1<iW^ 

5RT 5*1 OH 

41 »i? ?rftr 

* 


“SRI! 

1.4.10 

r 3 * 3 i 3 

211.000 

1.4,i’i ^ 

J 

[_ 

3.^4 

_j 

! 

1 

I 

j 


I •» j 0 170.5TI 

I I 


I 3 f#jfcr Hjpqfm <i c >] <:Rf <t ?nai ^ ggt f> fa'l 3 wgrM 
j *:fm?.Ti 'i fen? wi ^sft ^ 11 ?g wfi f 
j % g?KRft 3#ftgg gM gag M% »?gFrg ^ 
J g?? r r Mr Mrr t uft MnM'?it t> M 2.7.1 ^ 
I 3T-RTR t! 


1613 GI/ 2011—5 
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(i). 




3T46T 

#>). c# 1 3T$67 2009 # ^53775 *t 
#t 37567 H RRiHRxl^ # 775>6T 5735 44 ^65 
7T##cT wf-447 *f TO 49376 c7773 t, 5F 31 
4# 2009 #t 77HIR1 ### 34 # f#J 
###4#d 3> 37#37 ## 4> 4T4 #t 37567 


mR4mRt 14! 3T^7J# # #7 4(?1 7s4dl 1? # TO 
50105 6TT73 44 #3 3#5T f| 37577 44 #6174 
#3T 4TT4 37# 44 67# 5#t#5 

74^#75 4# | 


37351 F4I7 #334 #4# 26 7J67# 2010 4 57753737#577 
f#3 37 477 34 373#374 3# F34 #777 F*# ##f#5 
#51 447 t, 4 5775373TT#77T R 44 # 441 #5T 

11 #5# 44 5141514 #5T 44T £ ## #*435 £ 


(74). 34 2009-10 # #714 ###4#6T #t 
3#773#T5t # 4447 4745 4 4t41#4#d gKl 
#5 44 c|IW#3> 3#3£#t # 7T4#4 4 375## 
4444 4#! # feT4 7ft7M4#61 4 37^715 #3 
5T# # 3?4 47, 7M#4#6T 4 TO 9304 61173 
4 2 575 4>4t 34 TsI'ftF 4> 7434 4 T joft 6444 
3# 344 7T3#5 cTPTcft 44 35# #374 

45TT tl 4t7M4#5T 44 2009—10 # #774 TO 
9402 6474 # 774#4 4 375## 4444 44 t 


(4). 4t7M4#6T 377T 373# 4#34 414 #4 c# 
3t 4^ 5T5 #4 4 44641 # 5#4 4, 
4)4l<M#d 515 #4 #t 3T75#37 7T7F7T, #7 
4Iv5#5 4#t #4, 745 5457 3Tcft #4, 3# 
47# 5#46T 4 54#4 #4 74T 7t 7# 344 
5TTF7 # 3# 4 46041 4t7M4#6T 31 44? 
2010 #t 77445 34 4) 374# e)7^ 4 7744 3# 
4## # <53 77467 4745 4 441 5T#5T#5 


fjw^l 

‘Trn 2009 

2010 357 

grfe ^1 ^ 3 rj?ir? 

5 R ^3 

50 . 1 C 5 

60,961 

HCTj: T? 4 Ti 3 T 54 
f^ZJT nZTI t 

729 

2,710 

V >]4 4 cf 5 ^ 

49 , 37 f? 

L. 

58,251 


3T75#3> mRcR# 

44 44 t1 


2009-10 4 7T42# 4 375## 4440 


4^ i c| | j # 5175 7T55 3# WM 3# 31 44? 2010 # 
774467 34 4#5463#t7|4t44t#t! 

(4? TJTft 31-3-2010 # TO 39564.11 67773 47 7744 3# 
4## 41 77467 4735 # VtM 11} 


y o# 4447 ^ 547467 44 77447 ^64 31467#4 

fc74 I 


(5). 7Mtcft4t467 # 2009-lo T - #3^ 475 
4# c£ 44et M 4t # 5T5 #t 4# ^t 
37P4T#1 467 3J44 f | ?T4#, TMrMKj'd 4 44 
2010-11 3ft7 2011-12 ^ <1714 '#67 #[57 
#t 44 #4574 4# 476774 #47 t j 

7ft7M#67 ^ 46TT4T # # 57# ### #t 

# 40447 446ft 47# 47# 4#T # 464 44 

31674 477 f44T 11 45 744! 4# t # 4# 77 
4^ 44# 41j 575 ## 44 f##T 464 

(5^J##) 37674 7737 447 11 7ft## 1 4#5 # 
2009-10 ^ 7T4#c7 #4tf#T ^ 44# 4^ 
4T5 4#t $ 5£6?5## # 37674 # I 545 4R! 
4#t # 446# # 7744 # 44# # 4T5 4#f 

# 4#4T674 ^ 77## 54^7#! 67T46T # # 

37674 #47 TjTPT I 67T46T #474 54l[46TcT: 

77##6f #4T 47T5I tM##567 545 # 415 
## # #4574 47 6714/ FT# 44 37^4R # 


^64514 44474 ## 45 ■§ I 5# 4441 T44T #4 "# 
# #77 5564" 4f 374#4)4 477, 37T4 41# # 14#t 44 
2010-11 ^ 37675 #'4T 447 t 37t7 ^7777 4#t 2011-12 4 
#774 37674 #4! 44 ^ ! 54744 '#5 <# # F4^t # 
2010-11 3ft7 2011-12 # #7T4 54 #77 # #45144 # 
4TT7#} ; 3734F14 47 #VT7 #47 6 
#774 #45T4 #6 45 


4T4 54 2010-11 T 
# # 414# 4 !## 6714 47 


FI# # 5#FI 4# # 44 4 2011-12 # #7 TO 70 cTTS 
# 67173 57 #47 #4 ?■ i 


#37#’"' 


T^ft 1 | 

31—3 : 5‘ 4 

7 5^## 

61,12 67773 | 

7#!#4 4 4 5 


61 d 14 

4#774lal #1 
(51#) 

## dv eTPI 

41 6714/-77 

FT# 


.'If!!" 


"P" 










[*TFI III—4] 


35T Xmh 5( : awiVR 11 ! 


am ftft cW/l 

^TITO: fcRT uf^j 



2 

31—3—2011 eft ^c^ef| 

<fti ^ gft 

"^TfftcT eRJcft " 

70 efM 

- — -- 


(^). gft 2010—11 ft *>0 1558 

^ ^ ft^TCfaRTT HFcT g^ft 

^ ^ ‘* ) i'ki5? ftt f^rfrr ft gft ft ^ 
^f^cT B'ftcfftft ft fcTV ftf *ft ^I'Jcii^ g^jfft ft 
ieHJ miftg ftft | 


q>r4 ftuft 

~W^ r cf m Frfem fft? m mftsrr anftg? 
^ ^ MdH ^ I? VR TilWmr ?m rrrf^cT 

W?T R'l W J9 ^ 2008 ft 3T ^ - < ft. 

l?^?* 1 ? ^ gmftt ft s nfacb^ 

m tot fftfft* ftr 
7 M ^ rnfaftm m ftm g^ft ftt fft# ft 
^ ti 


F^ M S^ m sro q? f^TR w ®Tfl 

cp arfeift gft mrfa m £ #? ?qft 

^ ft atftei ftft 4* ft? ^mftf ftr mmr f?m i i 

3RT m vimMI^Tler ^ ^t t| 

ffljl<n 4l^cl gKT ftft m? q44*M ^Ffft ^IF ft 

^ifecT 4*ft ^ t| ftt#ftftmi 4 aiqft 

$ ^ ^ * far pnr ft* ^ ftftlft 

^wcTOcr ft ft fen? miftq m ft ^f fttiiRci eft 
wt? i) 


T^mi yfftTO m^~^TWWm^mT 
^ricm ^ ftftft srt? *f 4 ti g>f ut^ ft mft if 
f^^tcth ftm ftft ft io f^rf ft t Pm t ti 31 
Trm 2010 ftt ftrenM ftt ft# f^cRi f: 



31 gm 
2010 

31 W 

2009 ftt 


go ‘000 

go-ooo 

'ijltaifta gigp 


■ 

ft 3TftJ^ 3f^ ^ 
fcig 7WH vJETT^t 

124 

1 - 

3p^i ayiRai 

33,099 

10.930 


33,223 

10,930 


gT?T fft? tjt? f*-| ^ cj *-|Y ft ^ eFRIT 

t fft ft <m4 xjvft ft fM ft ^ 

$ ^-^TeTRf ft ft gft vjf H ft ftq 

3rftm ftmr, ftpft? ftfe? ^ 
fw? tor $ 15 * #f 4 ^tt 
OT FT%cT M m ^5TT ante ^T 

[ ^ I? ^FT g7^[ qj% 3 ^ 

19^1 2008 ^ ai^k ^T. 10(v)(iv) 4i BcftTsI 
^-TTFH HTF^'H CRR ft 3^ 
^Tf4^r ^ fft gift ^icim'I' g>g>f g^ft 
tft ^TT cig> ^ft^cT g? ft | 


^rgrRgi ftg 3R ftwft g4 ft ^t 3 Tpi ^ 

tlfft^vftrm i\ ftftfoz gg^fftr ft ftg^ ^ 
ftf ^T^^iq iRft ft fft? gifftg^i 7 fftft ft 
ftT ?4)4 iW ^| 

1 ^ franr Jn^rte 95 m ^ atft^ Tnfta 5 ^' 

[ 2 . 4 yran ftffe %<; w wr> q? 

^ im ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ 

« f aiR on?^w 5 rr ^ ai#T ;frrc to 
F fq> 4 ^4^1 a m grpp ft |f| 

fL ^ 7 - 01 W FM aiftsTT g^cTI t, 

v '. 'T®™ ^ ^ ^ ^ &rci ^g? ( 

^ qi * ^ B^m mmT^m aigr gftgr m?g 

^ ^ ^qrg ^ ftk fft 

j)Ra ^f, ftt f4)4) meDi^ grto^T arerei fftft 
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TOfftto fftroF sjtoit faftr ft 3 t#t Pito, ftfaro 

cRFJF ft ftfaft 3TTOTT ftft TOTiTOT 3fa \37fft RTO-TTTO 
TO fftF[ft TRRTO TTTfsTTOTO 3TTOT 1%# 3TO TOfftto 
jftcfTO 3TTOT ^Ttfftte (ft TOT 3FFTT fftrftt TO^, 

ftfftl^T 3T4T HiviJcJT RTOJR ft f%ftt TRTlTO $ 3T#7 fftTO 
xtMfRT/fM 3TO : gte3Tt 3fft ftcTTSft $ TOlft ft ^ 
«f|EH l” 

8. 

TOFTF 

^cT TOft ft TO ft FFE^F, #fafaftXeT ft 

y^dlfctcT *i^ y^c<f> TOT F> Wei ft eiMF/TO 

y?jc«b 31^41 Fftt ftftt ti fttfttfaftXcT 

TOTOfaf ^ TOJc*T TOt ft Fft ftt TOffttT TOft 
croft TOT? eft TTFT TOJW 3TTO^ ^ 1 

TOcTlfftcT TT^F Rft TOft^T TOH ft f\ ?T#eT ^T 

TiTT ft fftnfcTfecT TOT^ gTR TO TO TOJcgr 

TORTFT f: 

3TfcT-3TFTFftR ^ftftTO, R^TOT TO TOTcfteH, TOTFTT cpftrft 
TO ^jftlTOTOT. RRTfFT TOTft ft fttl>WT TOR #? ^TTO> 
fftTO eTFFl Rft TOTTTI 


13 1 TOlftof TOTel ft 29 WTO 2010 gft 5^7 yifftcfRiR ft> TO^fTO ft gft Ff ! 'TJTOIS ft 

^ f$fufq f^TT TOT 2TT fft> ftt#£ftflTOT 3TF?JTO 2010 cFF ft> <F*ctfc|T> 3TTTO3T Fft eFT IX 2005 ^ ^ ^ 

3p^p[j^ cfft 2010—11 ft[ 2012—13 ft> cTFITf fftTORT ftftFTT 3-fr? TO^TR gft 2011—12 3ft 1 ? 2012—13 eft eTFTcT (4 to u i) gft 

Man ^TTi m fi frfa ftr faro tot to fa 3fa <p srfaftro ftfani 

^TcfT i 3 TOT fftoftcT, >M<M XeI ft m ft TO farfa 8 faTOTTO 2010 ^ TOR ft TOTtfacI TOTTFT ftTO SR l 


13 2 ftlftl efface ! £RT 3Flft TO falfa 8 faTFTO 2010 eft TOR ft fa? FX PifteRft <ft TOft ft, FI ft^T TOT t fa 
ft 3FTft TOFFT ft ^ Ffonfo fax f TOT ITO* TTO^ TOFFT ft ^cTOT gft TO<ft || 

m WT 2009 ft 3TTOT TOFT ft TOgcT fa? TO 3F3FTPFT TOTFTFT 3fa STJFTfar farfa Mft ^ ^eFTT, ^cTTf 
2010 ft FifeT fax TO ^mtl^cT TOJc<F TOFT 3 ftt FT^ t 3T^ TO fa^R 2010 ft ftfrcT ft* f faft cTTfcFEFT^ 


faTO TOT f: 


(FO cTF3t ft) 




'rfltflcTlTl'j ST7T 2009 

^ 3T5?tr 

#rft<T!4H!cH 3 KT ^ott£ 2010 3 -nftra 

felj Tf^T 3PJ^ TTJTtforl y+diy ^ SFJFfR 

TflfTlMHJd SHI 3ET*T T3 ftni* 8 
few? 2010 3ig? A TO ^ 

3ETOR 


Tfrnfe-? ^ ^ 3mir? qr 

f^nftq M 3TOTT ^ 

rad 

iRj 3HtTR 

<77 

2010 

2011 

2012 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

1. 

Tnnmra (^T^) 

780000 

820000 

650000 

820000 

820000 

820000 

1061136 

850000 


2. 

g?j^p ^ TcR ^ 

qfttncR 3ira 

21130 

22155 

22924 

21835 

21835 

21835 

28695 

23396 


3. 

'(|<4c'T) ^ 2r(HITr 3|T? 
JJcTffER tWI OTftare 
Tff%cT trf^TTcFf 

12572 

14256 

15064 

13513 

15009 

15459 

14493 

15212 


4. 

^M-W te'HNlR 

5705 

5982 

6189 

5895 

5895 

5895 

7748 

6317 


5. 

Fm wsr (-) 

-5048 

-6628 

-6402 

-3635 

-4900 

-4684 

390 

-3876 


6. 

2007-09 5> od?T7E7 ^ 50 
yfc!?ict 3H TRMTOT 

1794 

1794 

1794 

2215 

2215 

2215 

2228 

2228 

2228 

7. 

PldcH ^HI^Rlrt 

3l1&7^/tIT^T 

-4054 

-4834 

-4608 

-1420 

-2686 

-2469 

2618 

-1649 


8. 

Pm WT (-) MRdlcH 
3TFJ ^ yfci?td ^ 

-19% 

-22% 

-20% 

-7% 

-12% 

-11% 

9% 

-7% 


9. 

yRdldd 3fFJ ^ ufclVlrl 
^i ifl'flO Pi9c1 
3ll^/E|^T 


-20.33% 

-10.04% 

-^.ODTo 



[W\ HI—4] 


■TO 44 TTSPT? : 3RTT*TW 


13.3. ^4Tft ft W fftftfa, ?4Tft 5T4T ftftT 4ft ^cFTr 3^4 
^cT 4T4T4 fttft 3#? cl I fcH 4> |c| <e| fftqi W ft: 


fiWI 3T4ft 4^ f^H|cn> 8 f^4444 2010 ft 




ft 44> sfk ft^r ft fttftt2t%?cT ft ftt3nft2Wft?c7 ft vnft 4ft ftwrr ft1 ^ 

yfcM ftftTT | ^4 4444ft 44 fft4T4 4>4ft ^J, 
ft 2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft fen? 4>44T: 1061136 fttft^ 850000 
3?t4 800000 Tftft^ 44 37^44 H4T4T ft | 

^Tf^, #> ^4fcdH f$m ft 3TM4 4? Mftr 4Rft 4ft 4^fft ^T4T 

ft4T S£4ft4T4eT ftft44 cftfcr fafft<^ (WTO#ftft) ft 474 ft ft, ^ 

4?44 (wpjft) ftR 4T4WfTe1 ftFS ^ ^TTC ft 31441? 

wf ft <|??J 4>4 ft Wfw eft 4TT 4ft t, fftftf 3RJ 

4§fcT 44 3TJJT4*T 4R4T STcRto ftm I ^TfftT?, ft ftW^H t 3f|4 

4ftfccT4 tf4cTT ft fe4J 4T%eT fft^ 44 3Tlft44 ft 34744 44 44ft4fft 4Rft ft 

fen? 3ft4 ftwft ft artfar ftt 11 


ilKilHUlMSl 


^ ^ . , .,.. 4 2006 ft 3T4rJ44 2010 cT4> 

g44T 4^454 | 444T44 344 44Tfft ft fe4? ¥Fij ftftt f |) 

WZ, 4fft 4ft^ ft, ft sftft 
ft ftW y-^felrf 444FT ft 
3RJ444 4fft 2010 441 4ft 
2006 ft ft4Ff 
S44T 3TfufcT 4M441 


444T4 ft 3M4ftft?T 44Je4> 
ft fttaj4T 4414 ft 34744 44 
fft^cl ¥HT ft 444 4ft 

2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft 
4R444T ft 4Tgft ft 

3174 44 fft^JcT MRcbeH | 
B4rf 374fft ft fcr? 

4T41 4ft^77 

fft 1 ? 4flft ft fen? SRjdlfftd 
f^4T4cft 3fk 75^1 ft 4ft 4R 

ftt ftftl 


KIEflHUlUfil 


ft 44^44 ft 4Tft 2011 374fft 3lt4 4ft 2011-12 3fk 2012-13 ft" 
fe4? cfft^ft ftt fftft'H ftfftft ft ftft44 4^444 3TT4 wfft ft feT? WIT 1 ? ftftf 
f I 4effft 4ft#aftf4eT ft 4ft44T fftl? 4nft ft fe4? 3j^lPld 754 ftt 41% ft 
344?ft ftft f, ^4ftt WTTft 4^f ftftf $ |) 


ft 44 ^ 4)TT t fft 4fft4*mf ft 4T?ter ft 47?4ft 4ft 754 ftftt ftftf 

11 ft f^ftRTft 344944> ^4 ft 4I4T 754 f 3jk 4TF4cT 4T4T eTfiftf 4 ft ^4T 4Rft 
4Tft We6 ft 34744 44 tft 'tftctid 4 ft 4tiftl ft | ftft, ^ft 4444 4 T 4 T 44 4 T 454 T 

It 


Z ^ ^ i? 2009 ^ 4ft ?0 787/- ftft ftf 44ft/efT4 

4T4T474 4ft 44df 44 44lfft ft fe4? W4Tft ftvft ft fulft ftfft 4444^ fft>4T 444 ft: 


fft^cT fft^cftRI 


4^0 ftft 


ftcT ^4T4 4144 ft 4jftfftf ft 4 ft fftll4l 44Tft 
ft (40 16/- 9fft ftf f$) 4ft 444 3^4 4T^4 
%4T4T 44?ft ft ftlST 44 40 200/- Tlfft 
4ft 44 d | 
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2. 

s<b yqrd wra 4 deleft ^ <rad 

140 


3. 

dR to TP? tof ddd ^ ^TM ddd 

144 

4. 

todd/dTFto to '{-'■tften ^ 44d 

39 

5. 

end’ll «rt)<t> WI^ 0 I 9u16 ^ sfria 

216 

6. 

y^dF yy?TTct 2007-2009 ^ to to ^ 

^Iddi dTT (WTiy to ’to to f) 

32 


Tgef 

787/- 

5. 

told M 2009-10 4? 

cUamflfclcT 4lto elTit <FT 
TF£F to | 

d 31 Hi4 2010 to 'M-MIK1 to d> ctoltofstd c||[^cf? <tot <F! 
TRj4 tc tor 11) 

6. 

Fd 3{r31T cj5[ SPTFFTd f^F 

’?ftoT fto Tt to" $ 
'dTH dT toftottod to 
13H FtTd fto> #Mtod 

i to toter tototot 

3TTTTcf tp feF? dddf*! cf>t 

vjflto to FF efFT toto 
toto to tot to «nipfti 

ddddtodTf ftsFd <F to dd >M^4^d to ^ dTd ^Mcfltod dt t# 
dtodd dlto'dftot dt 3MTcT d> 1# ^ dddfd to dTI#! 1 to WdTTTd 

srtotomi to w dt, dF 3to to to t fa few to togcdr ^ 

dTqdTdt ^ 3E£FTId dTFfaft yfcitdIHli to ^IMidR’ci tor vjTTTPTT 3l1d # fadd 

fto ^ Tto tot tor ^tkett sfh? to? $ fadR $ to rw% to 
tor ottttt! 

7. 

yWlfto to M^e4> dto 
m\u to sunto toto, 
to# FT dRcftdd, f&RZ 
dFF to FFFIT, 

to it tofto 

■qt^HTTn^/^r# i 

(tototo d todto/to tod to ^ toto to 11) 

8. 

totoltod 29 *19^ 2010 

to TFpFT T[dto 

told 3# ^TTT 1# dd 
yT^tod to Fri toto 
to 1 

(''MMlffl ^ 29 W5R 2010 ^ 3HRt 5RT ^ SJ+cJ,cf1ci>'! u l ufrt ifcift 

tl) 


13.4. ^fcTT $ Ff W ftofa, ^pM Tt to TJ^ gfft toto w t TfcERK to TTR^ to FlftoFFF 

fto f:_ 


to. 

to irr?T tot to 

to^trtot TT yfeld!^ 

1 . 

toto^t ftwefr 3to (to 2006 ^ to 
2010 ?FF) "C^ tototod ^ 3TFI y> 
to t tor tototo ^1 todtoi to 
tor TFffTF %toto ^ oRcbdd ^ totor 
^ to tototo cF toltosTF fttt 
^ ctoto fto w 1 1 

(tototo d ^ si^hk fttt df^d 

wm, ctorto> ^ mm tottofto w ^ 

to to Tito to toUitod tr?it ^ ^ 

to Titor Tif^i to tototaEF ^ tomr toftoto fm 

^ ftocTT TIFFTT to vjid'cjfr 2006 Tl to 2010, to 

?l) 

2 . 

tod to to ^1^11 y^-^rf to dy cTP; 
to ^74 ^ toto totottod FKT to 
to fftor fto (w^srito) ^ dto 
Fto to fto ^ toEr ^ torto ftofci 
yn wdFH toi 

^toltod Tl m toltodd fto ddT t f^ TO 27.10 to? 
yft to (2008-09 - TO 7.30 to? to 2009-10 - TO 19.80 

toF) t£3ft WT tot t! 





['TFT IU-~T3*rg 4] 


'TFcT ^Tf TRF^ ; 3 TOFj | <U | 


* 3Prt to few 28 STOft 2011 Wf i anfcnkat ^ a ftm.M M 8* ftp mp* SM 

&P™str» “‘"’^ «*«■***«i 


R}<r>j u i 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

Oso 

2012-13 

y^<A 3i^*nPia 

957 

1301 

1423 

1559 

S'^^l'N’tl ^ 3TT£fR CR WTt^lcT 3F=[FH 

957 

1300 

1402 

M508 


ftL_**I[ rH^L*^ ^ w »**" * arofaa * aftfeii 

*" * ** *"’"' ^ "* ^ http://tariffauthorify gov.in aal 


16. 


m ^ ^ * itof A Ern fafad fimfii mz M t 

' ^ jf ^ 2007 * w 8111 ntf 2007 $ iRra; 3n^r * 

SS^ J1TL W WI J 2007 at an^ wten at ft* 

flWWWiW jraaTjra ftstf at; ante at wri 3. iTH aifiRtw } i amro 2008^31 
2009 aar urn* ^ m at to aftrcia aft^iroa^ga^rjoos^an^iinfciflnirwi 

-tvissaww 

«mf^T 3 t©?»iT. 13 ^ 5 ^SnS!r ,:f ^ 5lf?R!n,T ^ 3rii,W 

(n) ' 

rfj uS J a ™ *** f m 3 ^ ^ airoi asna aifcra aki aRwrca; at an? 

H aaw? 2009 A aart aroia at warm wrtew at fin; aunt aroia aiter fear wi 

^SL"!^ *T?* **" TO wi rn wsm 

SfE1?%. 20 10 r 4 ?" ** ^ wi wfeia gwra: warn at aiwra * ft* 
'nl'HIclMl^el §Ki 3i<f!<^r| ^feq^u| $ 4^cTRf '4>^TT &Tf | 

2 °i° ^ ^ 3r 3^ '9iti4 ^ aaf at aim* <* 4 aakt to tera b 

^rt ■* W ^?* 8 2010 * ^ if Tf kfcMfe , grc, tffc, TOW&a 

^ wnftl ^ ,wnsn ^ afrt M sPhrat aft arSte 
^ar 3iU fqcrftg f^rr^r 4?! TT^Im ww 45T 3rteR ^tt 11 

.wraaf^^ayfearo^ witter 

^ **£ ^ *»i ^ «nrt « ft aan af* 1^£ 

wa^t ^ aim a* 2007 . 200 s aik 2009 * aiganf a^ ®iar aft amri ?a# araiai. afrttWkci /) 

•^r f 08 ;!.? ^ 3 -. 8 ^ ^ TO? aa ftanaa 2009 i aK anpft gfererf jjs akaraa aif aikt 

«L ! l*| iWVW! '' ^ ^ 2008-09 A *&* ** * ^ WMnf) -ckaian araft^ 

f ^ ^ trf 2007. 2008-09 3ik 2009-10 * 

™ iL! 1 ^ 2010 * ^ 2015 m 4 ^3pi^ 

y^F ^Tsfj (f) ^ aSF ^ ^rfiRct f^TT W 11 

(iv). ^ 20°/. 200 8 ~ 09 2009-10 <P akia <tlill^41aa aa Proiaa =1W fik^ftci fear aai t 

(V). qs i^r n i- ^ ^ M 2008 sm tnarRjki aafei sipa ^’araro a 
„ T 13 ** ^ 1 ^ 2008 * wi* far all aapai * ®gpM wte aa 

maa mroto aaa sm aaftfw ten aai t. ?4a aaia 4 afe trt* KS 
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(*0- 


(A- 


2008 A fATET? 2009 FRF At STTIA A Am STddlfAr oTTT SfSTcH ^ ^ t, dlfA 
cri'WffeTRfi sfR 3T5HFff A Afa ^cEIT At TTT tA | 

A tA 2007, 2008 SfA 2009 A Am sEW 914952 925521 A^. SfA 

749346 Af^A SEPTET A f^tcT tA 2007, 2008-09 3#? fATTR 2009 T7F (tA 2009-10 ^ 

9 toA A Am an^nfAm ^fAtor) A Artt » 1052993 Ato 1447138 A^, srh 
853746 Ami teftt to nt 1 

^007 2008—09 AR 2009—10 A cE.sdM^llStT SltA^F oim! A TNT fAfA*£ AAtTcTT onT 

( R tTc I/RT TT fATR) spm: TO 25868.01 RFS, TO 38801.13 eTRsF oft? TO 31767.43 RT3T 

11 AAA AR <d A TcAf AAt A CMtfET TTTcFRTTTr At HITT Sftx AAA4KR A mTTRT A TNT 
RftRRT dcAAA r TTT A 3TTNK T7 dlRffAF SET T7 TfTn A to AAAfto A WTFJ 
AAt f I A 3TTNR T7 AAtAAto ^RT AA fWd 3TTT 47 ftoTCT to TTT 6to 
ftuTNTt sfR tot 4T fATR to to TTT TTtfA fAto tomA to mR^icico 

£RT SETT AA-F t R ATTT ^rV^TRJcft At AAFR tA TR vto I 


ETFTd ftoA A, totA^R A tA 2007, 2008-09 3TtT 2009—10 At SmAt 41+clfAm 
eR t I cH 3ET At ?FRT: TO 93 cTHI, TO 147 cTTTT AR TO 81 cTRsT (RjREFT RF3 TO 3.21 

«pftg t) tft to t. toifA tottoto #wt A to A W7 to tiff ^ 
cRF A A d A A TRTcET A tcTT[ AA?T ^tAd AAlTeiA A to> SRT tor 3T1T 11 §ET 77^4 
3, 7T6T TT TIFTTT STEffAcF to fA FT toFTT A 3JT 2008 A to FfRF 3lto A T? 
RpAt to nt fA trh A? A ttf AtAtAAto trt nettA A A ^ 

AAn Am ?tt rnfAmm At fAAmmm A mAtr tA otkett i m AtAtAtAr^ A 
3 mA qfAricR ctit A T4d AAfAA A AAAtt oerA AAtrm 3TO #7 m A AAfAA 
A f)A mcA 3 ttt At 3Rm wi t \ AAmm, AtAtAtArR A t ret AAtAA At yrm mrA 
A Am 1 1 


A i ^AA A, 3 ttt A &AR AmA A t?t ey tt^rr AA w, fAA ArAAAtr 

At At m3RT fAiAmA A AAfcRT A tARet A fcm AtrmfrAt A Rd itAstf 
aTT ERTTf A r fArr mm t, 2006 A mA 2010 trf At rAA A Am AtAtAtAtTR A 
AmmAfArf TTETR 3TTT AA A”rf f i RT AryAA TRT TNT AAAfArl, AAftAtAtTeT At 
TRTcTR 3TIT At tA 2007 A RlA 2010 cRF A TRAf A fem vTRTT ylldl t, T? AtH TTT 
t fA AtrmAA £Rr AfAcr sitt strf^ AtAtAtAtTR £RT AAt sttt mEFAf At g,eHi A to 
4.22 mAg mTTTT t! TTvf RfTTT A mRT TTT 4RA A Am 4T?T TTT NT, ARl'lAAyef 

R tw fAm w fA AtrmAA gRT fA? ttj mrr sArA’ R w otAA A Am AAr A 
AAAct to 3.21 trTs At otit TTifAcT 11 to i.oi mA^ At otARft mfA A AAr^r, M A 
3RT A 3T1T At tA^h 4R^ A Am At'ftA sfR AtAlA hNci ski A J ft<^ci ^femRT A 
Rftctt A Am T7 I i AtAtAAvEf A ^ AtmmfrA t At At A^mrq At tArfr 
rnmn t ^ 4 ? erh t ^A?t tot t (31 mA) mrfA AAtAAm^ At A^ttrA (31 mA 
A ttt) A^AAAmrAmTTAi AAfr ti AAterttet, fAAt A ttt, 
AAtAA ^ft tnt AAft AtAAtArR At 3 ttt AtAtAAmR trt fAtrt ott At gcRTT A 
AtA ttttt A trfA 1 1 ?rfem, AA^m t^th A fAA A AtAtAte ^rt AAr wrAt 
A 3TETR tR Stir 3 AfA At Am A fArr ttt £ 1 ymR, ftett ftw A AA^r tA 
2 co 7 A 2009 A Am mrm 258.73 ffAt. to 388.03 mAr 3fR to 323.58 mAr At 
AAnRT 3TTT T7 fAlR fATT t i 

(t). AtAiAAATT A mfAm ArA A AcAfAr set arm F^tr A ttttt 3ttt, wrsnATT to A 
fAmEcF Ato to fAAt, ftot w ftor rth, AtRtt trittt At sm otAAtt tA t, 
Ato At trrt AA mT^yirrH, totorTf At fAAt mi mm 3fR fAfAr sttt 

toR 1 1 


3T17{ At tA TTTT: fAt fAAt, '■tRtmRtiA At fAAt T? eTTT 3fR fAfAr 3TTT AtAtAAflTeT A 
TTRTFT TR'TTeH A RtT'eTT tAIT AtAf t! ?TfAm, 3RT 3TTT At ?T TTt T7 fAtoT A 

Rttk fArr ttt 1 1 ^fA torm Atom (strsMA) ^ t, ?TTto ^rmr sttt 


Mu..*** *<««*»"' w r " f " H " 1 


MW* 


"MMMM m 1 1 


jpfi f L i'M 


[qFT HI—4] 


&)■ 
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WT i V^Vt\i f*fav] ftH 

W I^WicTR 3TRf <J> f^T ^ ^ ^ ipr f 

«Jwl* wiw Wcr ar^fTfer ^ f i 57ft ?rf, *tr wt sifo ftM irt witft 

.$ cTPTrT 

*° 980.23 oTTO, T O 1103.15 oTTO 3fo |R). J550.12 cfTO ^ 7T% qtf 2007, 2008-09 3fa 
^ooo-jo it * M* WP3fT^f * # n^> ^ ?*%s tr $ <rt£ ^ #i 

^ w 'SH'W^y^jff #? ^vRI cffipfi <fc 3 TRTcT xr T*Rf ?Ic^ 

^ ^ ^T ter 4JT toT \3HT t 3ik 2010 (R>, ^ TO 858 

crm * m%xi in it vt<ti n? M <# qrftr if %q ^ imt vtt fr#r ^ i %t? 

*0 2775.50 efRI H) #RT tR> %R <J>T %*JT 11 T RVw i , XRTWn&TT f&R qq 

^ ^ %ef 3733 »fr ^R rfiePT clFTcf ^ gRT 3TcPT 

^IT $ m faitm it^m } xtffc 

t % TTff £ VS 3rf*)Plft4<j ft^TT t % TO 27.10 SRfe 71% xjoft c^ % 

5 !!l* v*mjj% fcfrd teMqd i ip «ra t« to 27.10 ^ 

™ s ^ 3 ? I?T ^ H<4>< ^ ^ 3?#T TQ 65 eFT73 ^ #IT m %FR <5T 

^rnr mi ? i zr? ffcjfcr to 27.75 cfr^ <fr i^r tt% $1 

1 ft * fe WESl-fot fijsw <fr qft B7 

wmeRRH i ^f4cci HRtmfcci4l £ airaia q7 vdM^iVi %qr diqqi 1 

^J^T0 858 oIRJ 71% i 7M ^ qif 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 i itWf 

yTenwcT wot ^ ?jc^ ^%s i fl«iif^a wrtq it we ^ f^r ti ^r 

vs vm it vntft t fc mi v^ ^ 3pj^ TPftsn i ^ ^ ^ 

w 1 1 

‘qteR enw ?M ^ 3!^T #tofljcT Iot if^T%T vi\ A it vm Vi 2007 i{ 
xm-ioii jvi HPm f^RT # ^t(t ti ^ *m wife i fa?, vo 

68/- qfrT ^ XR qfatfefcT, ^TcRTT cJ*T ^ %7 TO 716.04 cTM, TO 984.05 en^ 3?k 
^° 7 J 4 ^ 6 s^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?<11 1 < w^tt q>i4qjfB4I i qkR 57i^ ot ^rai f^n 

W\S TvSm v£T 2008 ^ IRJe^ TPfteTT 3fT^% ^ Traf^HT %TT ttzjt ej[| 

* i 

? ^ ?„? vtvfiff bW % u£T 2oo8 i mix it twI^t i 

wr, i ^?icrm ctpt it to 6§/- qfci crm q>r ?m fivt «in cwifxr, 

^ 2 008 ^ i> iO(ix) # %xj xrq q^Rif %, ^ i 914952 

2)?^ 925521 3jk 749346 <Tl^ ^ f^ff^cT Vmtm i 3TWR XR gjTRp TO 372.58 
cm, TO 397.24 oITCJ 3*k TO 338.99 cTRST #TT ^ ^TR/^Tel &K 

3fh7 ^XR3R Tm CIFRT 7y vrit ^ITT ^ crm it 

apprra 4 y ^ vi 2007 ^ 2009 ^ ^m: to 40.72 qfcr ^f|q. to 4292 qfcr 

3jl7 TO 45.23 y% xj%i%ff ^ j ^ ^q 68/~ y% X^TTnr 

V? xr <r>;?ieicil eTr>T T^qja 4R^ x^ f^R ^T 3^ ^1 \33cTT 11 

cTFm ’Rt ^ %7 ^T 2008 ^ 4>1?ldd l elR ^TR 

w w f 3h7 t^ct 3mHr i im ^ici™ it gmto vtvt it %xj TiH i qlf^ci 

I4RIT W tl ; • : 


vs TiK «nq % v^t 2008 it win itvgtmt erm t4^ct ffrtvttii 7m, ^Tdcn 
^ ^ it ^ i v& ^rfyiT mt «it, xr^ ^ i ctrr^ ^'IWct 

fw w ?jti ?wrft, ^t f^im A ism it %q, g^ff ^ ^crtt 

cw «tt vm czm ^ c^TReft tM 7^ gfcPT tR3r| w t gjk gicPT-^r ^rfqr wt t i 


1613 GI/2011—6 
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(f rt <nf 2007 % 2009-10 * Tnte M Tfrsfl 7S<T $ (Pm TO 9615.24 OTTST, TO 14468.23 
HRsI afrf m0 12068.56 eTRsf tt Tift milt tl 'il^ecTl/'Od'ta femtait t ayt A 
tfftftflifrT c T A cIFTcT fcm A ^ TT fi cf ana t 27 rfcfeRT m TT^c€t #^RcT at 
11 #tfttttty cf t WlA A TF 5 R 3 femtytft W^W\ tfet tt Aim am efFTcT A 

at vsncfr t, agrrere "am aifefeaa, 1963 at arm hi t aitfe 

MR^H H^ld ' q t mi A. ttajR- 14019 / 6 / 2002-ttrft (l) felfe 7 2003 OT amt 

^tfcT fetrf t arjUR I tttttrfty cl t fey frfee ^ t ^ ^ w ^ ^ 

grteya at yM<M y?i t mpm tt a%a mA an feta ten t enfe ^ 

fey cmm m* t a^Ra tt CR? at_feai pr ft r^p Mpt fey W 

t aft fey virr% m t fear m #ifr£ttty^ tt tit a fe m atter ^a^na A 

^ ] jj j ^^<Tl4)*<d ^Nl at an at 3ffemcfa 27 "Hfcl^IH (<^d 3 7.128 

yfafRT A A) W rfl ^ #5EM^ t aia fey ay aRR tt fet 

aafe t fey arfe w an amen t, fem taa manner aata fef t fe y ^ 

anyi ya^ a<tt t ^^Urfty a ^rt ta 72.72 yfeaer anna femftafe (arakr 37.128 
yter) ti stem ara-^rf amen t at y?jcm mrtnrft t ^fenfe tor an jw m 

ctmnyftfecT fefe fetfefe 4T 72.72 UftRTcT erf 2007 

2099-10 t fey ma-^mm A gfenfer fern wti 
to). fear art 2007 t qrftcT tt#Mya t fesfe y^ 3 tt^t A 1 Ani OT w ?. 
^McTi^i'd ^ri #^rfrf\ <rf tn y^r f^Rrft w t #efrfrfrf?T am RT^rmyTcn 
wr t fryrc 11 A\ ymrfrft t ykn ^ 1m 

an ft aiem^T fttn 3 tt % I t arjaR, t, mtn Tty w a 30 

yfcRra m yfe met ftmm 2001 A ^0 1 /- yft mf A. yf^erf <rf m .A ^ 
ftiff yy ^ran w t s etmft m w t™ ^ 

2006 t fte^ yratty ayra ^ ^TRUera t tr« arftei tt s-fti matra ^ 

A A^m t arrfmr tr ^nft? 4 R f^n sir ata ^ 2008 t mro Wi tft 

tt «St 1 t niT^y aym tt ^ As t misr arfm ^ i 

A^M 5 RT tt ^ 3 rfWi m yprftn yym ^ w A\ Ar AA^ amftr Jtot 
^rft fteTT ?JT 1 y? tf Itfer t ft ^tmrfrtt OT yrflr tt wrfta ftm mn t am 
ma w yifM A ^r #Ttr tt my m? ftm ^ti 

ft^ ^ $ yyrfn t fty, nt 2007 1 art 2010 am t ^ f^nt mrf 2007 1 

* rf^t y^m airfir t w #arRa mo 881.59 ema yftjrf ^^ 

^HfixiiR cT ftm mn 1 1 a? ftm w t mife fA®A y^cm ant^fi jf A ma a 
^tma mraT ftmif t 41a arm t afa ftrfa t anrm mrem t ^TciH fern 
Tjrn/tq tpf mmtmi t fty amn-ama yftrfta ftar mn t! aft <rf 2007 a 
2009-10 t ciFTa f^ma t ftrfa t aryym mwRrm yaaT ftmfi m rfaR ftm mn t 
at wA thm ftmir taiw mn t at 2007 t aaf 2010 t fey mo 

881.59 cma yfeerf t yaaT ftaat m Item rnmn a^ja a^f tan aatft mo 88 1.59 ama 

yfe at m yaeT feat aaa arafa t fey atfert cyq t ma t affea fey ay 1 1 

^ttttrffea t ^a yifemma t yaai featt t aafe A 2007 t anta t nar aaffea 
ftyfe mt anft’na man vmt aat mr ai^ta fear ar 1 m ata fear sny ft aarf^ 
aaTa ami -a i o r a a A yprfta wrma aifema t ferfa tt tt 1 1 tta a ar at 
mrf afefty feta fea t at: ai rf aara ma arama tt airntn yma aiaitfe trs t 
antam mt^ ytm aarf ti ^yatfet afe tfeferftyd t aiara t att arm^ aarafefet 
mi yarfei feaT ti ?a yf^sa A ay att t ft y^m ftfea mrfyrft ^ taa 
anittm a ’tf art fear aar t aaar #trfrftya t ai^ta m ara t fey arycMa feai 

t! 

(m). ait 2007 t y^m arrfa A IJt tfeferf tyci A at 2002-03 afe 2003-04 t aat t 
feafen anta mga fey t, aft aafe t ft ^nanR aTfeiftai t aafettt tar ^ea> tt 
caa tt aa t my A mftmfe yyia tt i mrfey mi yifem^i t ?a at t aitfe at 




01 * p 


1 H 


[tflJT III—-QUS4] 




(°l). 

(cT). 


W>- 


(*) 


T4tXf .‘T*.AT^ 1 *» *• * «**» ?ito a* cM gg * *g 

S, 1 ^ wknngaakm % TO? infart# 4 ^ m a* ^ g* 

?i5^fiK5, m **> *" * *pr #ten 

* ^jL 20 ^]! 1516 ^ «*» * «ft ** aft afk wrar « ft 

S^wfi if Sfc r ^ W *» ***«#* era ms Mn 

J™ # fe 5™ ’Wf wjn^r so 234.80 -*rar aft ara 

S*™ 6 rJ T^S* * % #*tm*at* 

te JL * ^ 3 R#ct'W m afk faito aifar if so 22837 arrcr aft 

* w V«wR f^n ?)i aik a? *tor aror to «n fa zA rite is rite, a™ 

ST 11 ^ wifftwra Z# m fi appjfl gtf g* ftgfog ^ ^ 

Sl^ ^ 2 ° °! j>[2009- 10 * fag gftgrag cTOJf * ft# g> *q if 

*H? tets*teft*fa aroro mfiJarite 

* 4* "» ^ ^ 2007. 2008-09 aik 2009-10 « fag 

#wikcifegrTO t 20 *! *ftffk ggasanteft riter fagsTOajr I m 
^2W7j 2009-ip <ft sfafaHStr afts #ft if to faife gfancPt aw anm ftatm it 

Ate rifJiZ T ^ <e ^ lfem [ 5w -wfater TOftegaftfartetafTOate 
tt I,™' *' *"^4^ WTO ,* 2007 ft 2009-10 A », £, 
l 17 j!° f 1 ^- *°J 2770 ''WdkWlMpcngjagig^fgig gjfjjg; * „ | >,ft 

SSifawwi* #l "* 

3t!li * AkfkHte. STO gfiraika ^gsm aft 71% 

f 5 ^ 550 ,777e 3RR #| 

£ !j£"£L* * tl ftkfcftiftg* A 

AterAteS™/!^^ kTOJTOI^W %g A sma aft toA eh #i 

gra gag AfttT ‘i'Mgio 3jfpA ga f^Tl feg; gm ft i * 

w *•***!*»* W*I * Mr A Pfe gfkkfkrifA 

*" *rn ti.H -rfkkf^TT^ 


^'fiqfcnqli «PT W%F5 

2007 

. ■ 1 

2008409 

2009-10 

el'csuH'JlfecT <r)<sA’ ^ 3ppffR 

35209.05 

36270.39 

43106 30 

SP7R 

0.00 

690 53 

7AQT. 77 

cn^ld faq<u| 7JSJI ^tjll^ 

35209.05 

35685186 

40612.53 


Oft) crraf ^) 


^ X E 5 ^ ^T f^fqq f^^e)q«i f^T Tpqf 

(i> ' * ww ft? W Akf^fkof A 

^ 5 *"* ^ ^?TO irR^kiar wz 

WA W «rite an^na ? artiT^!^ 

*? «wa. fAIMKWka, aA iff anafew «M A fln g^ 
w * *m w rtartni nS«m> 

AkniMw ^ 2008 A| ftg gg ante! aft aofter ate mm ri™ 

2S?5? ? ^Jz*. +**'*&*«*■ -sf-^Ta^ 

31?# 0 tfti ^fg<ff Wg A P3 W!. « 276.42 5TO. W MI.SsIto ajk Z 
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319.80 ma tr wftoto 500000 ^ wt wwto ^ tor wto tor Afrgn 

totowt $ ^-gTcTH W> ft# ft WWT 3 #to ton WWT 1 

(ii) . ^MM ?eT ft toaw artor 3 Map toto ft arjwR ^ toiwf ft ww 3 

cIFTcT fftRW 3 W% WW 50 toTW cPf 2007 ft 2009-10 ft to T^T 

ftowt ft ^jtwtt ft w>to ^gftorrfto tor wwt 1 1 

(iii) . 2005 ft smew fttotoft ft wwc^ftt ftt wwt ft wrwft ft ^ww ft wto ft 

^ toi ft 3 tor totw ftt tor Mto ftt t! fttftli toto ft wto to ^ww 
^ tow ft to to ftft 11 tofrtoto ft wrfto tot ft wft 2007 , 2008 - 09 ^ 

to 2009-10 ft to ^WW ; WO 487.42 ^WR, wo 696 eTTWJ to WO 571.01 cWR W? 

tot to ww^ftf ft tow cpT^wtowftoTfrto^ittoto to 
tof&w tot ft arwTW ft, wrfto tort ft wwt fftfto tor ww 50 ntorcr wwpto ft 
wr ft wjtonto tow wwr 1 1 

(iv) . to to totot to rf to ft fttow to ^ wtotto to wwr t, 

tow totttotoel ft toef W^W totww ft fttWH fftWT WWT WT! 

(V). toto ft fto to ftt w%T tow to to t to, to 2007 3 2009-10 ft 

wto to ft wwr fftfto to toftot ft arto ww ftotor ft to to 

WWT 11 , . 

(vi). ww^m ft tor, to to wtoiw wwwwto awto ft ti to Mtor to ft 
qftotot ft WWkT WSTS ft toteT t M # 2007, 2008-09 M 2009-10 $ 
toTW WO 35209.05 cWWT, WO 35585.86 cWWT 3TR WO 40612.53 eTTWT mR j ]Rm ?tWT ft I 

(ET) to 2007 ft to w?^ tow ft, tofto to w? wtoww to 2007 ft 20 09 ft to is 

tomw W7 torwr to wwr WT i w? Rto WWW to ft wrtoto atoto ww ttotow to 

www wwr tot to 1 1 % 

(v). (w). ito TRRW 3TTto A ffirnrfo r wwtow arfto ark 3rwtot w^t gcTWT wn wn to 

cwtorw^ tow wwr f: 

(wo wtot w) 


toww 

fto awto R^^rw 
tor ww arwwH 

witoto 

%Rr 

WWT 

2007 & 
2008 

2009 

2007 & 
2008 

2009 

2007 & 
2008 

2009 

3 Wifl’t 

9Wto 

WlCllWiCI 0^^) 

1840473 

749346 

2210703 

289428 

853746 

20.12% 

52.56% 






•• 

_ 1 


...... ---- * - 

towcTW aww 

46912.56* 

20496.25 * 

56915.51 

7760.63 

24268.82 

21.32% 

56.27% 









cHcl oWW (^cWgKI 

WftcT) 

34250.08 

15906.54 

35943.65 

4789.08 

15880 56 

4.94% 

29 94% 1 


1 3FRW 2008 W 'HWUwNc'l WT WoWWW WIvj^I 
yRxi l cHW 3WW 3RWF# wt 3rgWltcTcT ftoWT WWI 11 


PrtoRHG tot W7 toMtor ^rw artto wrwrto wtorrw toft to ftorferfto cwtor 

towy t 


(wo tot ^ 


toww 

2007 

2008 

2009 

3Ttor yfricww 
to wtoto artotw 

9117.50 

11720.79 

11320.88 

wiwilto Piwtoa to^ 

35209.05 

35585 86 

40612.53 

Piwttor to^ wr arfto 91 ^ 1 ^ 
wtorm 

25.90% 

32.94% 

27.88% 

PiwIRtw Roto 16 wtt wf W 

toww ^ town 

61.88% 

105.88% 

74.25% 
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^ t ^ <f ft=rar 20 sftrcra * 3 ^ #1 ftm* 

^ r?.. \ ?T 16 qfcicHPT ytf 2007 ^ 2009 a feTCJ 7#£cT Ml Tpy 

cfa ytf ^ Ml ^foprf HPTcT £ 3 tM 3Tfcrf^T arMg afk ? MMd gRI 
3TR?T UfcTcTn? 61.88 yfcftlcT ^ 105.88 sMcT 

^nf^fr a ^ 2,13 a 3Tf?TR, yft fa?a srejegi yy> at gr^M sfft 
^ 20 sMcf ^ syp?T gT y>R at f^RTT gTffcfT t ?ft ^ McT 

^W/?TM cpr 50 yfcTTRT aM y^c^ir^j ^ TTHI^RHcl Mr uTHT 11 ^fcu> , #?fr^W^TH 

^ 4^51 y^egj ^ *t ^ 3?My atjTOrafrm M M yy ym^r 11 

^ 2 ° 07 J ^l 19 5^ y^f> y3> 3 at ytgijg arfcrftyy arMy a 

^ 3n ^ 28 2007 3 f^r yitejur gRr fcfy yy My 

^ M hi ti ay|yy?T, atMt^ifliid a y^t 2007 a arter a yay ^rfryrfor 
^rrmyicr a stjhh'I a fkifcr sfr 2008 a Merr arter a yyrg y^ aft 1 

^ y^W7 ^ iy ^ 2007 # M MMd gRT 3r^TTf%cT yTcMITT 3Wi 
p 14033 . ^ ^ -^N^m eTRcTf ^ cpM sft, cpf 2007 a 

fojy #tofrycT gRi yarr 3T^nM yrmyra 3 T^h gm 914952 M 

^grwfeT Ml W 2TT| 

y^ 2008 afh? 2009 a fcKj atataMriOT yay 3FpM yi?Mm aMftft 3 y^R 
WTH ^ yi 3i^rcT y^y'^ ^yr y^ # 2007 ^ M 3t^#rt mnm y5t 
gcRT ^ M «h y^ 2008 ^ efM gRi yMcRfr ^ wy ^ yyry ^ 

OT ^ 2008 $ ^ argyrM yrmym yrgyry y^ afr^r 3^# 
wnmfr f%yi yyr 2 tt afk 925521 ^jyy ^(c i yiRd f^yy wn w \ 

yrgr gy> yy 2009 ^t ^ryy t, gry yay yfci^M aryyiM ymrym y? gy 

™^y gm Mtht Mr yyr w\ ^ yiMny ^ ^ Mfy Mt sy yf^ 
w cs^rm y^ yyr? sffer yRtici^ y^ 3 H i y*yy> erm #tt yyyT rm t yt 
srfM srfrrMr orMy wiyyii 


y ^2007 ( 914952 ^ 3 tk 2008 ( 92552 1) ^ ^ yiMfR gRT ^ i Rcl yicnyig $ 

3 ^ypr 914033 a^y 5 t yfciMw mm a p%[ yag M 11 yf^ pr Mb 

yn Mr ymrr t a yrM^y yy My arM srMyy srMy * 
Mt ynw yf^ warjym y^ yyrg a aa^kM yrt ^ 3 RTy?y^ m 
^ ^ jrajfr ^^rM Mi ^ya y^ a M, srMyy arMy ^tM er so 
yMy yypyj MiMa a 2.13 a ^njeR ^RFffMr %yr yr npn 1 
(*r). aaa#RT ^ M yft t TJ^ ajMy yy rniMy ^ gmM 

TOJFn gRr yiTfrrcT Mr mm *nM yrmyicr amryy 

fssl^ y^fegT ^ afcr a ^ ^ yyfg 

* a yi?? a y^ s|ti ^ a aaa^d at a? ^ ymryiy yy w 

3f 7 T ^ Mt w sy, grrM M ^ry mm at a ^ ^rr yrM^r at yi 

3 rMy yy 100 iter wytM y^ y?ryr yten 
(^f). m t fa y^ 2007 aik 2008 ja M 5^ yrteRi gRT Mtrt M 

ar^TH at yfcMy arMM anm a gMy ^i ^r rte^i 4 y^ 2007 ark 

2008 ^a ar^yiM ymTyRT ^1 yi ^Ry>d i a tt ajk argyryt a 

M?n at 2005 a y?joy> MiRMf a 2.13 a ^rr yRT w t i cry^RR, y^ 2007 
afk 2008 a 3 rMy yy so sfcRici yMi; y?jcyj ^f ^yyiytyR a fenj ^yiRci fayr yyr 1 1 

ml 2009 yy Mr t, grl^Rty ^ %<M a yffer a yfteeRt a 

fvt ^ atataagd a a^yr y^ y^ 2009 a yidiyici 

y fkitepR ki McR?, ^rgifeWr a ^ 2007 a y^s arMa wyfMM, 
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(®). 


TTeRT 3EJ4T44 4> 7T4^ 3 3TF1 4R* 3TfcTRw 3 tM 4 4*t ^ Tf4T4tfrm ^ 44 frfa 
feRIT 24 | c| |^,lcj 4, 4^ 2009 4ldl4TcT 314*441 47 ?77 TfRftTT 17 ! I*ffl ^61^ 4^ 71444 44 
4^ t 3 4Ttf 2007 $ 47pF 4444 3 f fc4I7T ft* ? 44 4IG1 4T4 4^ 4141 

zft 4cT47 3 eI444 53 ufctTTTT 44 3ifrlRcfti MIGNid 4777T4 ^ wRdTT f^4T 411 T^teE?, 4^ 
2009 4> fen? 4frlR44 3T£Rt4 4^4 4^e4> 3 4HI4144 feP? Tf4T4ffrm ft>41 441 

t\ 

tf UftM ^el 4> 4t4J4T 444R 4?1 focTT 31 f^7447 2009 4 3TPt fa^lRd 4>t 4^ 2?f, 47R[ 
Stfctf&cf 31^4, 4 ^ 4^ ?t, 4* tgfa: 44T4F3T4 ^ 3T?ft4 4?pi $ 31 2009 4* 4T4 

4^ 3f4fr 4> Rn? 4#FFf cfT47T sfR SEpT 4fel4 ^ 3Tfe ?141 t ^ 

3T4l?r 41 ftr? 3 iRtM 44 747, 4^*4 4?Jc4> 3 4414^ f^4I 4441 t, ^ f^4T 

44T f: 

40 c475t 3 


-1 

[^474 

¥ 

3iiM4 

TiHl4lRui 

f^74T 

4TT44T 

7lRl 

2007 

3484.05 

50% 

1742.03 

2008 

6027.05 

50% 

3013.53 

2009 

^ Hltf 

1506.76 

¥ 

1506.76 

3t0d 71 R7447 

3517.17 


3517.17 

2010 

4144^1 7^1 44f 

1312.51 


1312.51 

47cl 

11092.00 


(41). dRflfcE 4^4 44f tA 4s? ! 4t, 4UR4 Rr°fa 3EJ747, tMTcP^cI 4^1 Mc4<T 414 4 4f 47 30 
ufcfTlcl <& 34^4 40 1 / — 4tcf 4^ ^0 4fct4s 4? dR^teTd Met SI f^77$ 3141 4?7^ t? I 
^nfcTd, c]4 2002 7l 4I^f 2010 44? 4^4^ Rl u fa 45 3Tj^l4> A?l'<ilel4ft[el ^ ^J^4cff 
SUM ^ W 4>\ 44 £ T4 3 7#f4T 3rfeTft44 4cdT f^T41 40 76.14 4^ 4? mRmiRig 



(TO 74741 4) j 

M 

T^TT 94ST f^TT^ 

4TCRST 1444 <F 373747 
f4^ 

3l!%R4ff 1 

yi'Rt 

2002 

962.16 * 

2.26 

959,9C^J 

2003 

1165.04 * 

2.51 

1162.53 

2004 

881.59 

2.51 

879.08 

2005 

881.59 

2.51 

87S.08"! 

2006 

881.59 

2.60 

873.99 

2007 

881.59 

3.18 

878.41 

2008 

881.59 

3.26 

378.33 1 

2009 

881.59 

3.26 

878.33 

2010 (3 4TF) 

220.40 

0.81 

219,58 

444 

... _ £ - 

7614.24 


fll'lCl Yi^ *1 q^l ZUGZ n 4I\ iUUJ V' IVIN -»'■ ■’'" -- 

vjqcRT ^1 1 1 ^4 3 H^T 3 ^ W t ft HlT#44clT ^ £KT ft? *T7 97 ftm 

farqT W 11 #4 pM ^ 95 4tI €12/65/5735/2001 /^ l^fRP 8 2002 ^ 3iW4l 95l fcTOT W 

ti 

(i). $jT4 4cpR, 40 187.06 47fr§ 4?f <44 TfRl (^ 3li^Rt4 ^ H74 M4 40 110.92 47!^ 347 
3lRl R 44 44ST f^fi ^ ^ 4^ ^0 76.14 457fe) 44I4T44 ^ fcT4 SE4eW 11 

4^c4 R ^ilR l^l l ^ 745 2.13 ^ 31^747, 31^144 4T^ 4414 ^ 774T4t^T7T f^4T 4TT4T 11 

cMTft, 4^ 2010—11 7^17ilcTl41Ret 4> feE? 3j^RG f^TJ 3f[^ 4T^ Tl^flRlcf ^ M def 

74TM FT 4T144T, 477fcE? 31^4 ^ TTOKjR 4^ 2011-12 3 fk 2012-13 ^ 4t7T4 f\ 

1%4 4TT 7W^ t, 441^7 tj4<4l4l 7T4T414H M^e<8 mR^Rmc! Ph4I 441 11 
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(vi). Op). 


W- 


(*0- 


M *&** aia aftf aft aafc ft 

7™™ fSU™ *■ m 90 ^ star # i ftft TOoff 

** B& a»*f ^ 2011-12 ft fK ftft aiftaia aftf 

^?T j 008 f \-Hiwn^< a ^ 4 ?a mfira^r gra ajRa fftflN aror sra?a> 
ffo* ? *** ^ ^ * aaft srara fcria> 8 few 2010 ft 5* 

ff SjJI™ ™ ft* 1 " * m ** m wW ^ aft ate * 

m ^ ^ ^ fenf^i ^ Wfer 

ant^ aft# ato aimara aymft aft aafem aroi ft ** ^ m fftar f, 

Till *!™^ ^™ agwa a*ft ^ aaftanft ^ $, 
ftlfthafttifd ^ 5 f fe ™ 2 ftawn#ft)<ftjaifci aa a^wa aftf tor ai aaai ftfftar ?fa 
2L?? WI ftWfcfttiacr 4 wnanftftftft ^ if 3^ ^ g^J^, 

Si* ^ ftT* * ^ *1 *«% ft # aftnft ft ftafor 

T* 11 ™' 1 ^ ™ ^ ^ «fti a^nlN *aa 200s ft wm fonfftM 4 fftaffor 
nf^pm ft 3t5«R aftaftcra fftq av #1 2008 ft fftanfftftar aforaa; gra ffta to 
«ratws qo^ f^H ^ wra ^ firaR ^ anim =^f ^ f 1 

’ft # % a&a> BFfem arar ft ftaaia jraa® 

^TJ ft ** #!S 

^ ' lraT ft u ‘ h ^ aRa>lc>«i;aft sft, jrfft ftaa# aft gaa# ^ ft aa*n<r a# 
Rnn w ^.jnarc rc^raa# ft 3ft aiaaJ w ft ate #1 5® aaaa, wk te to m 
? q ?~^ yfaiwjWi ^ g®i^( nqte ®ft 1 asjifft, ®0Ra^|^ftaTft ®aft 

^jrato ^ fee #jft*ft^ ft 5 anrai poos ^t §» fts® * ®i%sft ®r wrf fen m 

™ ^ * # ft ara * 27 nfftTRi <r fftwR ft® an rtr 

?? ft q5t 55 v,c £ <3 nraPw t tj ftaum ft 5 aro 2003 ®r fep ft ag 

™^iw w ft; <r qpft *]ii*a=i ^ ftm <jfift ftWftrai aft afhR 
qft ftMftWftaaft am ^ wr ft *ftl®Rj ftm oiht giftiji ag ftaraa ;ft ft Wliftftlqd 
®qft * atfta »ni ot#! ft #ft»*ft IM ^ ^ ^ 

*2™ Z 1 * ^ ' ra5ra ftra^^’fftW’raiinaftv^tr snftq^i ft apifta 
ontftiTfe ^ aft ara jn ft aftft, m ^r fftftft ft 

^ '* | ft 1 ft ifttftt^Mftcl ft leg; 7 aOR'J 2003 aft HgmttH 

afe ftTO ft> ara 111 

"SSJ * ««««w * W* wft ^ fftft® ft® w 7* 

irrcr ym n wr 27 v>ftm (^r 37.128 v$m if m) mm 

^ Jfft wnfar ft aart ft ftg> aai?® 

SSnlftlT ^' Tiir ” ^ * *" * ^ * »*' 1 * "ft 

"“r q wra WT ft %cP®7 2008 ft! WHarfftftt afta aft aftta^r a^i Iftai ft 

#; aift qa. ftafa %. gafftq fttaftaftqa jft 2008 ft aafte fenfftftft ft ftaffer aaftai 
w a^wa aatft & aort mi «toi af^fer aft * iaift wrar fttftt*ftqa gra aft 

820000 ^ w t oftfe aiaiga ara fts® 

(vmnwT) $ mxz w$ if ^ cjNWfr 285 Wfe a% h&n $ 
agna^aaia'w t, ft^ftta ftaftaafffiaaftfftaawB^fftaWftamft 

\ ^ 28 ^hjft $&R- ^r ^ TT0HT if ^jy 7 ^ 2 , 1 ^^ q^y 

TJ**™ ^ ^T ^ ^TiN ^R 4 > md if am 3 ?T^T frm 30 

f ft&R g^R wm* $ mm, 

J 3 r T f v 3 ^^ Wiwt £ f^R^RT tR aiwrRrf ani 360 €ttn nfer 

2™ ™ fkrw^, 5 |h%. ^ ^ ftft 4 tr 

^T I ^)xfl<Tl4)^c1 ^ cfcTJZfj ^ % ^fl^Tlcfi^l^d $ 3fhfRT ^fcb<| vh^||^ 2.84 (i^llf^cf 
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3) 11 fee rsjt ■gfcr^rRcr eer retFi Ft ctit ir, MMjci mi mm 

1033006 ^ mRrRe T FtcR t i RF ERET 3 77RT EIETT RlflR fa 1033006 ^ SEETT 70 

yfctTRT vm^R r e n R7 rciVh mm 1 1 rf teeEe%i t 3 RR R^ief 

24 Rcj?R7 2009 FT7T 3IE^ 8 ft Ed 3 RFftdd WM 11.99 cTKa EfrftftcT ft>RT RT 3fR 

vjcc l ^ ftTRT SR eft-Td RE^ft aTTcTf Rt F^fa RftRTeET F7 7FT RT I 
ftlftl<M RcT FEE EETTRTcT 3EJRET eft 2010-11 7^ 2012-13 R> fcTR FER: 1061136 

850000 cft^3ft7 800000 €t^ ti ftt'd)c£l4'l<jcl ft Eft 2009-10 Rt tcTR 1138328 ftt^i E> dlTdfftF 
3TRR?f Eft c£dET ft ER 2010-11 ft ETcTTRET ft cTRRR 7 EfcPEcI Fftt FT ErgRTR dETRT tl 
ftltfleftftftd ft RcTTFft fftETct Eftf E* RETTRET SEjEETt Eft IJeETT ft Eft 2011-12 3^7 2012-13 ft 
ETEEE 20 EfcIRET Slk 6 ulckm Eft EldlRET deleft EE ftt 3EJEH elMMl t1 

ftlftttftft l R eT ft 4? Entft Eld I RET 3 F7T£ 4 8.cl WET Ft cl^+IOci RFTTft Eft ETE Eft t Pfr 

efifacj ft -rm T^tft R? Rj^ft dMIdW E^t 1 1 TftTftfttftlEcT ft RF ftt FdlRT t fa E?£5 ^ETR ^ 
Rffel faTlft TMftfaRcT RT EMT7 fafTl Eft FH faRT 

FT Tfat 

FIcl# ftlftteftfth’d ft E7T1RT f fa ^Tlft Eft RETTRET ftt faFRE ftt etTF E7 FTfa EldlEKI^ft 

rtetret fttt TTEfsfa mH faRi ret t hMMrf fttt ftfaf 

erft 2010—11 ftt fcTR ^RHlPiel EldlEld 1061136 ftt ^Tfft cfftdd, faTlft RRER7 20 09^ 7t 

mRtMMH toT SR, ^ mR rmR W%I ef>7cIT 11 TTRtWT, argRTpRT RTTTRRcI 1033006 $Pl 

C^ REEF OTrfT 7* ^6E^ t ^TTlf^ TJ^Tcft 3E^ ^ ^ 11^ ^ ERET ^ T^RT ^TT f% 

1033006 mm 70 ^fcT?TcT vEETpT ^ TEftcRR fiETcTT 11 ?7lfcTR, TMr^Ed IT7T RR 

1061136 RR RTcTTRTcT STREET 2010-11 ^ feIR f^TRTTf f^RT RRT 11 R^ 2011-12 3^7 

2012-13 ^ RMIRId ST^TEI ^ 1061136 7R7 R7 'gRlElRd f^RI W 11 

Rft SIR fctTRITI f%E RR RTtTTRET 3TgRETf <A ^dRT TflTM^d RT7I V^Rdcl RETTRTcI ^ RRR^ 
Flc?f t Rl TMf^ffRcT 3IR^ RTJeRi Tf?I SEJ^fcT TEftgR R?t RTR «E7 TTRkTT t i 
(R)). R^ 2010-11 R: ERRR RR7R ^ eRTT 3l1,dlPia mRRIcET 3RR 7>0 28694.97 dEN 

11 f^FT RRR7 ^ cpSRTt ^ RF7RR t 3ITR R7 r|r^ ^ fcTR RRRDTi ^1, R? 

RRT t f^ TFM'^tRd ^ cRRR {teR ^ 1061136 ^R R> RTcRRIcf ST^RH WH 

R7 R7RH ^ RSR MFr RTt R7 ftpRR RE^ R^ 2010-11 ^ 1101136 

efr R l d i R lR R7 STIR rRr>1c!R 11 cTRlf^, FTE^ cRRcI f^RTR 1061136 cTl|^ ^ 

R^cRI 7R7 R5 Fr STIR R7 f^RT7 1%RT 11 SET: RT7T ^cT RRRTR 

1061136 ^r^R^ SEgRiFd RETTRET ^ tePR RHIrI^ET R?I R^ t! 

(7R). R^ 2010-11 ^ REF ^f, TfFt^flRcT RT7T yfclelRd ST^cT vf SIRTJR7 2010 7EF 7TET RiflRt 
R5t 3EI^r ^ RTTdf^R? 3TTR R7RTR ^ TTR^ $ TERlf^cT R^t R^ t 3f[7 f^RT M 

RRcTET ^ ^IcfRlt^T R^t R^ 11 

R^ 2010-11 R> RtR RTR R^tRt S^7 .r 4 2011-12 RRT 2012-13 ^ fcTR, 7FM%eT ^ 3EEft 
3TTR WTTSTT FTeR ^cRRFcT SITR RR SECRET cEtF ^ feTEJ R0 44.94 RfcT ST^R^f ^TcT7 
R?I FId7 Pl P l R R R7 R7 PTRK 1FRI 11 FR RETel ^ f^RR ^ 7TRR RRlcET RTeT7 
^eRc l ff cT R^dF RR't R$t WRR R7 71 3ITR SE^TETt ^ REIef ^f, f^RTTEfEl TEft RRT ^ feEJ 
^Td7 ^c Rclffd RRJeRT ERf 7l 3RR Rj STgREET R> feIR RRT7TRET RTR ^ RfFufF PhRl RRT 
11 FRT^ Pl^^ R R A. RRTR7 2010 RTTR^I 2011 cEF R?f 'STRICT RF^ f[ 7TRTET Ft 4^1 
%, 3far$fi RTTR^RT FTd7 f»TR R7 RREER %, FRfcTR RW7 2010 7t RTTR^t 2011 cEF 
Cf5t SIRfe feIR TgTeTR ^cRf]t% 9^eR> Rt ^ RTR REET 3TR^t '<^ RTET <tft Rif 7>0 45.25 
RicT sFf^cA FTcT7 eft sftTET FFRR R7 ^ 3TEE7 R7 STgRlf^El Rtt M t i RT^ 2011 7t RT^ 
2013 cEF R?f STRfet ^ 3TTR STgRElt RTt 7T?ftPtcT f^RT RRT t RTpF ?7T RTRel RTt SlfcET RTR 
^ WI RRf^cT R0 45.25 Rtrf SlARcFl ^FTcR cFt f^PTRR R7 "cFt cTE^ f^TRT ETT 7# I 
(R). STgTtR I^TR Eff^ RT RTEEJR, R^TlcTlMlkjcl ^ Sn^^t RT^ETt $> RF7RR, R^TTR RRTTt, ^R 
^cRt RTF RReF ^ RTett SER 3ft7 3ER Ellf^ R7 RfFt Rt f^R ‘TRET R^t ^ 11 RF 


[*?FT III— 





^ ^ g7HH 3 fterfftcf ^fcR 

^ * $ftcT W*$ 3TRT gt *0 4525 *fcf aplftft 

N wtift% y?yte gRyrymftg> styTft 
jgj ft yffr w nr t, y^ty gity? yRmny gpr 
^Rfcnj, k^fcia RPlHg ?R ^ *jg?f ^ ^i| 

^T cRiel gft *PRT qRdlcH 3TTg 3 


W- 


^ ftgT viTI* ft fy jRjeg> y^f 

^<*y<iRfq t 1 yyyraft ^ any* 

^fcR g>t ftftyg gR ^ *Tg*f ^ 

#rfteWt*or gm tfftr 

g^R gldlgld gy cTWT 1 
% tti gToft 3TR 
HFc^jyf TO gff T^7JT| 

yglmiT g> 3|tSty, gtf 201Qj—11 ^ ft* wi'lftia 3Hg RO 29596.86 cTRg mR-M P l cl 
2010-11 ^ flltll< iw ^ t<R *R gtf 2011-12 3fR 2012—13 ^ ft* gkllgld *R 
t^R WJP. 3fcf *0 45.25 5rfcl «&R fifty* y* IR fi*R gR* 5*, erf 

^ 2011-12 m 2012-13 ^ ycfo erf ft* ^0 29653.46 cTT^T yfr|ft? T gfar t1 
2005 $ JRJegi fallftfcff g>T *TS 2.5.1 3^^ f ft ^/*PfocT q fidlei^’ c* am 

W RRg>R gRTjtftT M *lft ^ TJggift (SC^M) * *jUjT ^cH 

^ciK- yiql ^ ft* 'tiiiqlf^a ft <11 uTHT gift* I dg^UK, 3.76 JlfcRld ^ Bft 

^ T ^ 2010-11 * ^ WTcft 3 am 3RifHf <£ ft* ^ ( fi d 

rail? w4 \jRR?r #| [ 3 

^ 2006- 00 * ^ 3it* yRKT &R gRgfigi ^TT 279 <* ftj% ** M $ 

^ yfr yrf fo aow-io ft afon #rfia«R^ gm 273 re Wftgr w ti 

5Wlft ' JwMw * ^ 2010-11 t 2012—13j <*, M ^ 3TEto 284 g>T 3RHR 

y™£' 3ik 9RKT ^R ^ i..lft fW OuR ^ m* 

ypim 3T^RT Tf ^ ^T 3 ^*in ePIRT ?t|| 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 $ fcR 3R?nf% q^MH 

3Ir stc^st ci^ wyji ^ ^ xr f^gm fMr w 11 


(ix). 


(x). 


(xi). 




^ 2009-10 ^ ^0 3.50 cIRsT «f^f ^ 9ltdR^ 3^ cJPTcf wfrT M^dldd cRTI ^R^TST 

^R * ftqji ^MWd % ^ 2010-11 *jsftm ?mm # crwr 31 yf^KT.^ w 3jwr 
C,J,WI * 1301 ^ ^ ^ *PTTOT 11 #?Tl<n^^c1 gRT 31HHlPid gf% ^ 

TZ ^SrJ?* 2010—2013 * ft* aift4W- »ift» ftrm ^ ft* 

/ T..?_^1' 2011 ^ ^ gm g^ngrftr 

M ti gm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ yf^ b% ^ ^ ^ 

^ Q ^ 1 ^ ^ajio-11 ^ ft* w 1300 circy tR *r^Krt ^ wt* 

^ yrito 3 ^*h ftm ti gm yfift^r 

3T^*H gq 2010—11 ^ fef* %BRT fel W til 

,' |4 

^ 2011-12 3i W 2012 -13 ^ fcn> iiftqicR afrlaara ^ * si^rh afmEft |iis^ rr{ * 31 ^ 
^ H'H H 9.50 ulclao OT ?fe R>t tl cMlft. q# 2011-12 3 jh 2012-13 * 3 RR 1 R( 

gn 3.76 yfrkm g)RB> dr^ gR^ ftgT W 11 

f. 2 ??- 09 * ^ ^ ^ 109 ^ farita. ^ grei^; 

HWI<n<llw JRT ^ 2009-10 <fc 102 tl (TOlfo, ^ 2010-11 ^ 

2012- 13 V ^ ^ ^ 113 g>4wriNf m 3fj*h mryr 1 1 3 f^g f^* y* 

2010-11 ^ 2012-13 4 ft* Wgm ^ g5t A . #toft*d gRT 

tR %gRT ftyi w ti 

^ 2009- !° f ^ ^ 4.05 M 1R 3jfty cfra yfcT 3T^m C^R ^ ftrftfT, % g^ 

2010-11 t 3jfa?T RWcT if oIWI 5 yfcRRT ^ gfc cTRREft ggf ^ ft* cPM 15 yftgRT 

5RT ysrt^ftr, ?raift g?^f 4 y^ ftay 

5^ f' ^ 3 t^tr ^ygt 

™ y?^^ft*^*n^.?n^yttftyTtft 3 ^* a 

f!? I™* y| wgjt *ft yfoTToRi 3j^ iq(j ^ ygry yt « gft ^ ygtysR 

W tt ^tg5y g>t VJTT 11 : > 
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tjfft ftg? ftt Rcfrl ftftt ^elefRT gRT TTlfftel g# t, Wlfft fttfttftftW gTT ^ ftt M t, 

^ 2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft W fttftt^W ft 3T5*TFT gft 2009-10 ft dlwW aftiftt ftt 3TTgR 

TR ft ftft ^ 3.76 ^rfcmcT ft ^ RTF ftt eTT^ Rftt |><? ftfttW W *R 11 
(xii). srggrfftg TRgR WcR cTfet ft Weft crpm, cTFm 3fk h?W sfR srjm ftt hftcT tttW 
11 SRftFT eft g?W gg *R fWtfeTW ft ggf eft g^ t: 

(gT). (j). fttWftW ft gft 2009-10 ft ftW 6.25 $<t>\(n\ ftft fttf^ (u.^Ylcl-l ftftgft gRT 

WTPT 7#cT) ft c||TlW Wftt WTtg ft RTFT R gft 2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft 
feR 6.82 ?WgT ftft (yfttcH ftftgft gRT Tgfttg TT%cT) ft Weft WTtg 
cET 3FJgTg HTOtl fttftWW ft WRIT t 1ft gft 2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft feR 
Weft ggfttg yfcT gfttcH gWf ft 3tfW WTR ftt 

wt? ft apprfftcT fftgT ggT 11 #fttfttftW ft 3rrft ^ tw gRft ftt gig ftt 0t 

fft Wtcft gg ggfttg yfet tffttcH-ftft^ ^tfft Wg Tgg T?g cTTWft ft gTgft 3 
W-W ft TRfft t fftft ezjcjfftm tttt ftnr i fttfttftWcf gRT ggT sfftftW, 
57ft eft 2008-09 ft 200 ftrf gfttgg-ftt^ 3ft? eft 2009-10 ft 151 

$<Ff^gT ftft ft 3ftw Weft Tgfttg Wt gTI TRT 3TlgR R, 

gW ft 3T^Tpft ft 6.82 $eblftll ftft ftftj, ft 3TJgTgf ft 180 5<Fl^ft ftft 
3ftw fftfftcT ftt ftt! 

tfUftefWel gRT ftfftcT STJglftt ftt ftsft g? ftTTT W t fft 4ft 2010-11 ft 
2012-13 ft fttTg TjftftRT fftg Rtft ft fftg 3^glPlcf RfteTg ftftrft ftt TRsgT. 

vgfam ft KgfelcT gITlW Rflgg W3ft ftt gcHT ft, gReTg ft WT 11 ftftt Wet 
ft, gft 2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft Weft Tgfttg ft ^ W ST^HTT eTgtft ft feR 
fttfttftPtet gRT ftt M Wftt ft fft^R ftfe ^ ftt I 
(ii). gRT W ftfftc! toft TRJeef) TT3> ft ftpH WRlfftp M TTftRT gft 

2007 ft 2009 ft W 5R?T: 6.03 6 3fk 6,25 pn^n ftft 11 

T3W 3R# ft fcR 3ftTRT WTPl 6.09 $cbl£ft TTfrF mR 4 [R|c 1 fttcTT t ftt gft 
2010—11 ft 2012—13 ft feR fftjRft dl 4 ld ft ft fcFJ '^R-cilRd tftm WT 

t) 

(iii). gft 2009-10 ft fcR ^0 5.25 Tlfft ^5^ ftt T? ft gRctfftp Weft RTHTcT ft Wftct, 
ft 4ft 2010-11 ft 2012-13 ft W fFR'TT: ^0 6.09 ftft ^0 6.44 

yfft ^efjft 3ft? TO 6.82 ftft gW R fftiR fftgT 11 Weft ftt RFRT ft 

ReTlfftcT cjfet ftt CfftftW ^Rlft ft gift ft TTR ft ftftf ft, fttftt^tftftR ft g? 

3eft?d gRft fttRgfttftt ft fttfttfttftW ftt ftft R Rf ftt ftft gft ftftt t fft 

erfftet ft Wftt ftftPTT ft gK, TO 5.85 ftft R ftfttfftct Wfftt 

(WgT TO 5 ftft gW) fttfttftftW gRT 1 3TW 2010 ft ftg ?t yTRgT I 
fttfttfttftw ft yRgftt ft 2010 KT? ft feR fttRlfttftt gRT fft? R Wftl ffteft 

ftt yfft ift ftt ftgft t, ftr g? g?M t fft w to 5 gfft ftt Wt ftt 

cTTW ft 3tfW 6, fttfttfttftftcT ftt 5 gfrRRT ftt T ft Stfftfftfg Weft ftgT ftt 
3TgT gRTT 11 ftft ftt Rg) TTRT ftft ftftPH ft gftt Weft ftt cTFTeT TO 
5.25 ftft gffttW fteft 11 ?ftt ft 3T^TR, Weft ftt ftfttlftcT TTW 

TO 6.14 gfrf (TO 5.85 gfcT + 5 gfemg ^Rt) mRoRicI ftftt fftft gft 

2010-11 ft W fttftt€tftW gRt ^gWifftr Wt rtt ti ngifft, ft 

2010—11 ft ^ gft ft feR fftiteft RJegT ft TftftR gRft R fftgR gftt IftgT 
fft^ gg 1 3FTTff 2010 ft IPftt TgT 11 cfTJTR, gft 2010-11 ft feR fttftt^tftW 
ft Weft cTTW arjmftt ftt ftfttfftct fftgr ggT t cgfft Weft Rpgt ft ftftm 
3TRtT 2010 ft Wt Tf gft | 

gft 2011-12 3tt? 2012-13 ft feR fttfttfttftfteT ft gWHtg Weft RFTcT 3T^TTftt 
gft gft 2010-11 ft feR TO 6.14 gfft ftt T? ftt 3TRJR TT ft ftft 
^ RTF eTTT g>?ft ^ ftfttfftcl fftgt ggT 11 
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W). 


PO- 


(iv). 


(v). 


*McH4kd d ddt fddRI#T TOf ^ fcRJ 15.48 cm if yiffo dto - tr 
msm mi TOto 3lk wto *h ?to toft TOdd to dt st^wt totot 
” 1 1 546 ^^ r ng ^ difdy> Bwtn i # 2oo9-io y> arrto m arenftd t 

far4Rf^ fto ddT f|, fWlPt, yd 2011-12 3jk 2012-13 ^ felt? 
wmetto $ toft TOW 3ff!p ?fd 2010-11 y> feT? TO 6.14 7% dd TO 
^ ^ f? ife to?; to tofad fo? 7^ fi 
*td*fl cDdkct d yd 2010-11 d 2C12h-13 ^ feH? TORT: ^0 97.26 TO^f ^0 10290 
cm rn ^o 108.87 cm to f^&TOw if ftod wy> xr dt fkm to * i 

ot Mr WTRft ]t,,w to ddr t ftr yd 2009-10 yt tor 
T 5 ^ ^dTfdy> toftojdiN 31667 to? ^t afti ^6o 3 oo/-. gfcT toy 

^ ^t Mr ^ TOT to^> 12 3TTOd 2010 3 W 

^ ^ I?> *fjz«o-ii $ fcFtf ^0 95 tost yd dftr argxnftd 

^ 97.26 cTRJ if 3I^H <£ toy tl TR*, yd 2011-12 

«K 2012-13 jf ft'jlefi if ddt fddfftd dW^I yd WT? >Rgd gn 

•» "W w» ?n ${ w> 300/- sf?t<ifcftc *t if aft <r* *<; 

totfcdf%?d?fl . i s 

? M\Mw d ^ ^i^ 11 * 2012—13 d> fc? dd 2009-10 * 2.50 to ifr $$* yd <R 

^ ^tor awtem to & to id ftoror d % foi i Rd tor wt 1 1 

>Mtd4kcf d dd 2009-10 ^ qmito ^fl? dRTddt fW$ yyf yd dcRT d yd 

20H-12 aik 2012-13 if to ^t tor m 3^h mti ^ to 10 ntor i ^ 

a™-"* ^ crmcr A is nto if M top h* to 
tor 1 1 ^kft^toH ^ ajf feto ^ ^ wr sjt % ^t ^hwrt 

5 **? a 5 ?Ror ^sr tor 4MT * 

to aitoto tonf^r xr to to^ to ^ ^ito 4t to #i 

% ^rrar t 1009 ^f tr^t utf 2010 ^ to ^toto to 

3S.4 1 qfd IctC'i ^t tod if HIH XR 8 ^Ni ^>t 3to ^f w TO 39.57 pfcl to? to 
W?I to. } 5 W^iaiftoftnrsnft;fii*MRiR^R I < 2 pi lR 

mR toT xsmj 3lk ffRT w IRdltolffe d?t ^t ?toR toT | 

^ j ^ ^ ^*i<i darr y^jto torcr ¥t d? dxf 2010-11 ^ to to 44. 

i 6 !Siv ^ ^ ^ 1 # ** fto to ^ to to ff cf)4f^d i arto 

^ ^2 5 y dte to oir % sr gjgirrc m ^ ^ 2010-11 if tor tod 
to to dtof ^ y^gj tot % 3.76 star ^r ^ mm cm to 
1? toper tod? 1 1 5?rto, d? tod^tf^3Fd tot^ to#3r?d^3Hto 
dto ^ to #«to ^ to * toH to to? 1 mm to -vf ^ amR wr 

d ^ ^ ^ 2011-12 $ 2012-13 £ to TOT* TO^ to |? d? ?5t ^ 

6 I 

^2010-11 d 2012-13 ^ to TO 574.62 TO^, TO 632.08 >TO^ 3lk TO 
695.29^cTra ^ d? ^ 3I^rto XRWTcT cPlTjai^PT TOdd tR xj^d ^ to trhr ^ 

dro aff! 2009-10 ^ URto Wdd craijaifm sr ^ 49957 cmi\^ 2009-10 
^ to mmm if 3rto d^r mrs if tod wrddd 2009-10 if to yRdto 
^ d^^R cTPrn 1.02 tod xrtoffid M fi ctf 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 ^ to 
^Rto an? agm-cmid xr x^d ^ to todt gyf (vf if tor toftj ^ ararafl 
to tototf ^ <to ?txr wtt to xr, ; dRto tor yd d tosr tot d to 
w air aft? 3.76 ntod yd dd 1 


y nyr, yd 2010—11 ^r 2012-13 d 
ytofdt i to 2 yfcfdd dt tor wt 
\jto ddr 1 1 


^TOd yieft 3 T 5 yrfdd 3 idH fcti 4 if d 

xrfMeld Wdd 3 ft? 3 T^WDT TOW if 3 to d 
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(xiii). vfonfo dgk yyf kt y^ aft, cJcFfty cTPTcT 3 k gtkf ^Rlddl «l<4lci'?l 'FT crm 3^npRT afa 
^ 2008 k y?TdF 3TT^T $ #?ftM yd kl ^cT fkdT W I ftwl cFl4Pwr<y kf 
grkl yyy, ^ cTPT ^4 2007 % 2009 k yRdfkF <Jldl^Mc1 T? ^14-dlftd fkdT Tdl 11 '4l'4IcTl4k;ci % 
argcicft yk k fen? 4t y^r 2008 k y^jdF ank?r 3 Ffi^d ^iciai k^yyiy kl ykT^jyd 

cF7^ yy TRcM toT 11 gy #1 3, ysi ^ dc-cN yRTT Ml'ciRFF ^TT fk 2005 k 
f^ij ll l^^l) k 2.4.1 3 fky yy (^PlR^C k 3FJdR ^Iddl ^tslci'^l k gft ^IcTT cTR ^4 2007 k 
2009 A u£T 2008 k f4uk y^e<F 3TF&T 4 ktktcfrftyd kl M6el ^ (4-^1 ^TT ^<FI 11 4cfyM y^e'F 
W k fcTTJ. ^?TcRTT «I^t ^ cIR, kt4 Bt 2004 3lk 2005^3rkk k kRFT K 200 ^ 

3TT^T £KT 3H*Wlftd) yt^JcT qi*df4<J> cIITcT kt cT^JSrft MI'dP^F yk k 'TTW 2007^^T 2009 k 
(ujd 2008 k y^jdF 3TT4?T ITRT 3||UP|[4a) TTt^JcT dl J ld kt TTR#FF dk kt smftd^ ^Rct ^ 

fokftd <FRT #TTI gRlfciy, dg Fk dk t fk fk?k 3TT^T k ^leiai ykdk k k4 HPT kt 

yfyjcy y^j w 4 k RwiRct tor yny 1 

(xiv). ^McM^c T 4 y^j diF A eTT^ fky Tie! f^Jfcft cTFTd, ^TT eTHTcT, #17 afR 3nfkk 
form yyTk k yryk 4 ^RTT ykdk k yny yy k ym fkyi 11 414U14^d 4 ^0 34/- yfci 
3T«4tcr fkakt dFm k ymk 4 ^0 io.65 yi% ^o u.44 yfci £\i\ ^ft cro ^ ^rn# 
^ ^>0 5.50 yfci 8TT^l4l f^RFTT THRl $ ^ 3fft ^0 3.79 yfci 4faT ^ *11*1 cf ^f, T7 

MRcfrfcId 4)?!ddl <T^c^t ^ 3TT^ ^ WTR ^ofl 2^1 

y4 2004 3lk 2005 ^ yt^cl TRrlf^) oJFTcT y5t cT^J^ft yR#FF ^ WT ^4 2007 ^f 

2009-10 ^ yta yt^cT cIfrt ymf^ y^r y>i rfrci ^ feiy #4t^Wlyei irt ^Efr^r 
c^fecF RT, 'MJMkid y> ^ 2008 ^ 3IT^T ^ 3i J fl^ci ^fey^NT ^ 3T^TTR WK 'W 11 


g i dift) ^ ymPiy? cIftct ^ yf^f%i ^ 3 Tpr t? ^leiai yrt^t mR'i^rt ^ t 

^fytr ^ y?y f^y un^ ^ yry^, gy ^ ^pfty t? dryd y>clcfl y>I 4 i u mi y^ 

srwrftcT tor an 1 y? yry teT wdT t f^> #tf^^t l fiyci $ 2008 ^ sit^t ^r, ^icidi 

ystafi Rdcfl ^ wfpi, ^ft, fowidi y^Rf anf^ 4i ^d4l y^ hRmPrt ter w sui eicii(4> 

^^cT i 'H^d ^ yum t, y? dHdVft y^i sn 1 ^lem y^tcRt ^^t'ftyei ^ ^y 2008 ^ 

4 ftwy y?f y^ Wei <£ siwr t? yRyrRiy y^t y^ 11 


(yi). toeft dPTcT; ^ 

^ 1 % ycrraT yyi t, #4tcfi4tyei etrt y?y y(^4f4a ynyf^cF ylyy f^eft ^Hy? T yy 
2007 ^ 2009-10 ykiy 6.09 gyy^yi yfci 11 y4 2004 afR 2005 ^ fciy sfNry 
f^jfcft yyyty 8.01 gyn^yf t, v^y #4t^t4fyei ^ yjy 2008 ^ an^i % afr? T^ lc1 ^ ^ 
vjRdfeici f^n yyi 11 yy^TR. f^f yyyty yfci ^ i.92^gyygyi f yy> y^t y5f M 
1 11061136 ^ ar^yiftcT yiciiyid yR Rdcfi yRyf^y gyyt yRT? o.96 gyy^ 

yfci y^ ^idci T ym yy so yfemy y4 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 y> yc^F ^ $ fciy 
^tyTci f^yr yy! 11 y? yfe f4m yny y4 2010-11 ^r 2012-13 yi fciy f^icft dMia 
c^ ar^yy 6.09 g<FT^yi ^ f^dcfi yyyfy y? f4?yry f^>y yy 11 
(^y). 4 v y cnycT: 

^4)^^y ci yry yyi yfci^fer yNdftcF afRm ^yyly y4 2007 y 2009-10 ^ w 
2.75 fere? yfci 11 aftad ^ft yyyfy y^ 2004 aik 2005 ^ f^ry 3.60 fcf z? yfci 
t. ^^<n4f ycT ^ yjy 2008 ^ arr^r aik yfay ^ ^ yyiyT yyi 11 

ci<^K , ^ft wity yfci ^ o.85 feFR yyi y>clcfl y?t y^ 1 11061136 41^ ^ 
arjyrPm ymryid t? ^ft yftyf&T g^ y^ yR 0.425 fto yfci ^1^ y^ <§?ftctt cTpt 

cFT 50 yfcRRT tpf 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 ^ TTc^ ^ fciy R^I^cT Rh^l y yT 11 dfe 

f^RT cmy f^F y4 2010-11 % 2012-13 ^ fky ^ft didd ^ ar^yFT 2.50 facR ^ ^cft 
^ jqyfy cr f4ry yy 11 

(y). an^f fayyr otn: . 

cb^ i dd T cny y>t yyn ^ fky yfkuRd y4 2007 ^ 2009-10 y fky yfci og^ augsTyl 
Ikyyi yyR fo 84.39 yfci 11 R?iiPi^if $ fky yy Rfyky k argyR, ^iciai yy 


w'l" 1 


[W] III—fctJS4] 


^»T- <1 <3145(1 : 4HJ|tJN0| 

=-.i . 
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^TPT ^d qft *(lrt<fr ^ f^jj yfT ^WjftT t ^ m fl*J ^r ^ ^ qffcr ^pm ^T 

arf'im j™Hi ^ ^ %\ 4 f^mr imrcf (feMt $ wrc 

*»«/- * <«* * „ w I*,* a* *, 

* 1 * KWTOl fwfcT 3 ^ tocft fc| 

(*r). ftm: 

■ritton^ % us witoto! tfwHaw ft? art ir ft ^Rranw^n anra 

™ * ^L *5^A OTHtf * arafcra? <fi W * afcfn ^ 

S™* *.*“™ ?5^ ^ sura feqj ti mnft. fai am ak ssfkra arar * ^hft * 
*™ w™***® era TOifar a# fen w *i gafat. <kr aptf $ .sto™ 

wm v33cTT 11 ,f ° 

^ ,clc11 ^ ^ ^1% 2010-11 ?r 2012-13 <fc fef^ 

*° 24305 ^ *° 25218 ™*¥k *0 26167 o!IR irf^RT F^T 11 

#r*M ^ ^r <$ 3 tf 2010-11 £ 2012-13 <* 

tra; (l^mn/^ gf ?? fo ra) ?wfr sra ajnft* tor? $ 27 sfcRra ir faro ten 1 1 ?™ 

^ "" y r _ B " R Bf *^ >iil ' 8 aror sfknrre am <rc gfegfact ?S> aj # 1 


(xv). 


(xvi). fo) 


(®). 


(s). 


W- 


(xvii). 


(xviii). 


«at*aw 3 s* 2010-11 * 2012-1» * fa? toto? ftrorr aakf s) fin; 50 100324 
rag. w 900.01 are ak 50 003.92 ofrg ai ayn? cpirt #1 toto* foam nm? aa? 

1 i> w % ^tr i?\ of^rr ^fr ti 

^ W{ ^ % ^ ^ ^ 2009 it v^r 2011 m #r *raf g5t 

3Wf»^ fe? ^ 0 85/- B^a^f| te’Hfir ^ 2010-11 <* %r #K n fia ^ 

^ ^ 85 3 nqR ^f eft ^ t aft? 

mf w ^ ^ aieiR vr ^ ^ $ are uffcm ^ ^ ^ irf * i 

^ ^ f^T, ^MhjcT OT^T^R^I vSRijfl 2009 ^ 31 
R>d^ 2009 3T^r ^ fen? ^0 67500/4 JJfr ^ yfet ^ ^ ^ i pU f (ci^ * 

f ^ ? 55 ^ ^ 1 2010 ^ 31 2010 is f^? ^60 

W400/-^^^e gft w ^ f | ^RR ^ 6 e* 

tft I^IT TO t ( ^0 69,400/— lift t^ppg ^ 

3?mR WT f^JT W f aft? ^ ^ for ^ ^ ineiR WT if KV 3 

^ ^ ^ OT $focT yfcT 1 yFR^ 2009 % 31 

^T i 2 ^ 9 .. ara& ^ fciq f 1 M' Ufir W Bf eHfed ^ ^ TT^fcPI 

^ 5 for? ^0 233898/- yfiT ^ tl ^50 233898/- flfcT HT? ^>T fW^TT JPTR 

^ S ^ ^ ^ 3ngR m hj, 376 yf^Ri 

TO> ^Tg FI 

^41 M Si M vm%K2oodH 30 fom* 2010 ti 

4 jlV. 1 / 2012 ~’ 3 4*^ *"* ^i 130 ^ ^r®. w 126.40 ai® ^ 50 126.32 ara 

61,1 i 5!. ^ ' ,,, * aifepRf eit a^iMhra era ifta <ifl?i# ?rai^it 

^ at^i a* ai a^ni 5? fcanrar t ft ^ soo^-w ?Raf^ far aro of) aa=n it «, 
mso arai. ^ 2010-11 * 2012-13 * agoni pra® # ak gra «a mart <r 

I 9 «IR fw W F! •* 

^t414)41^pi FM ^T flfcl^a, 3RI arqt ^ ^j|r jpjj^ r ^jj 

^ ™ 8| ^ 5™ ^ ^T. ^q^%T eTFm WTO # TR ^ ^ 

TiRt^ ^ «w’#T^ atfta jnftei hfrt ^ f4f^ a^frr #1 FTcrift 4 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^ tolffcre cTFrcT JRt ^ w ^RR 4 
^ !?HRac1 ^ « «cw«a|ftc1 ^RT^R^f tl ^99 cfm ^Rt ^ ^ 3RR '% 2009-10 
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ft Mj dl'WlMj Ufa <Tl^ R? ftt 3TRR dR 4 feTR MR t ajR f4w<4 Rf ftf 3mm dR 4 ftft 
apJRcff RR? ft fcR 3.76 yRRld rM> E^Rj ftt R^ 11 

(xix) . cTRftEft tlm ?joR (<fl^ti' s '4i) ft ^icii ft rc4 4, uRr mM rrr rr t, aiTRRd yi(Sl<mRft 4 

Mftd Eft 2004-05 ft MRr 4 EZR zft 3FjftcI 4 ft t 3lR ^jftFTd 4 dMft vKlftft Eft 

MMfftd eMM ftm ^ ft ^rettr ft #i 4 3 RRm mtoRt srt M? re? MRur m 

MRd R*ft ^ Tjq-gcfrTcT: aT^TRf dRTR dl REFRT t fft 4ft ^TcTH cJTt R$ 2010-11 ft 
2012-13 ft M? ft WPTFT RTRT dTRRT I 

ftftfttfftd RR d4 2010-11 ft feTR 4M dO 329.87 dTR ft aTJRH m Mrr Mr RR 11 
^4# Id 3fR ftM ft fcIR ^M4t^d SM 4M ftRRRF ft RdlM> 3TTWf 3#? 3FJRTft ft, R? 
refr FtaT t fft RfftRdR arm eft ftft ft? m arppfftF 11 c K^m, Ejfft r4 2011-12 

afR 2012-13 ft feP? mRRcH 3TTR apjHTTt ftt Rtf 2010-11 Eft ;}RR ft W m RRTR 7?3T RR t. 
Eft 2010—11 ft M? ftftftftRd gHT RR 4M Eft <ft 2011-12 afa 2012-13 

ft M? ft rMM ft! RjJ t?, dft ft arftR fft ftft 4 ) 4 ftei r? <iftH ft M? 3 TRcft RfteR 

ft wm Mf r 4 ft smm Mm arft?r rt^r ^ #4 fft Ms rtMtM 4 rr Eft 
arjftcT 4 ft 11 dft ft?R R5R Rd^T Rft MjT uTIcTT t eft 3R dfrFcT 3FpfftT RR Eft ftftftftRd 

Eft amft mjdF ^terr 4 wTRtfticT Rrt rfrt i 

(xx) . 5wi 3fk y^imn vjmRr^ 4 ^m: ph ^ff ^t 3iR ^ ^krft rti ?nf4d ^ 

f, ^RT ^RM4t^d SR\ ^cTRT 7RT 11 ^ 2010-11 ^ fcF? 3IjHlPld M 3fR y?IHH ^iRcZR 
ci^ 2009-10 ^ diwRch anWf ^ arid! ctwi 21 yRmcr ^jrt #1 cR? ( ^4 2011-12 aiR 

2012—13 1eR vJ«K1 v^RciU}! ^>T 3^TH dcd«tltfcl ^ 3R^nRfcT R7J ^ ePPPT 15 

UfcTTTcT ^RRT t\ ^Rl f4^ M f I ^ dT^^ ^IR> cTf^cfR^ 

^M3Il441^d ^4 3TR Ml effidefi t rM 4 WER cRfT TWFT ^R^RT ddtM 3R3T ^ 
11 2009-10 ^ ^frM 3ir^i cf4 3mm m 4 Rrt mn t siR cidw^m MR cmt R smi^t 4 

3.76 Mfrigid cnM> ^ 11 

(xxi) . RRM4M sht tri sfcdM, tirtr otRczr4 wiR ^amT, w 3fR 

vmwM *rr Ri Mcft, ^i#i w, ffe dR M^Rt, 4^ afR MM 3 r, 
7RN dFTcl, yRRHd IRd - RwRtdT ^dF 3}R f4M 5RR, MRd dR 3T^aFT cRTT 

elid'd dPId 5fllRd f I v3Wm R fcFJ 3i1fdc4 R 3RR 4, cf4 2009—10 R 3TFF^f 3miR 
dT 4 M *TTJ f 3lR M# M R 3liM 4 3.76 SlMcT * ^ ^ f | 

(xxii). RRM4M sht w uMM, wttr o)uwh wf eft ar^md etrR ^ ttrM ret M fl 

M ^ M dl f I aM cTFET MfF 4 T<T20 E3TrfT dff #IT 11 ^ 

5#ffi R ^t M R r4t amrrc m wiRr R M arjRn Rrt 11 fd M4 4, Er? 

ef^rt yrrffM eVn f% ir^dF ^ mkRtef MR 11 ? e^ tfr, t ttr^ef r4t eRi rMtef 

3tt4?t 4 Rfj <fk u i4 ^ 'H h t u 1 mR41vji*ii 3rRt 4 ettct4 RtM Rrt eri epr 4 
'rfRfMjd gi'Zi «nfed ^>t EpftarT ^iRi<fi Ept Mi(tjtF'i°i gKi xyiRd Em fRn mn sr i r^ 

^4cRff arMf 4 Mr t Mm ^ Rrt ^t ^ t aiR M M 3rtrfrr rRRrRt 

tSt M t MRl M antt^cT ^MfRt £ Mft Meet ^ sretywco iu mjdF MRt 

RjftdT e£ ERR R2R TjMlRcT ^FO 38.28 cIM Ej?t EtRt 3R ej4 2010-11 e 4 2012-13 ^ fcRJ ^RdlRd 

Ef^ R^ tl 

(xxiii). Mr afR f4M 3 rr e^ -steJRt, E^RfMfRd 4 '3 tr' ?M ^ 3fM r4 2010-11 e^ 4Rh ^fo 110 ciT?3 
3RR 3tR r4 2011-12 4 mRrM fold'll Eft Ml m ^F0 70 cTRR EFT dTR 3T-JRlf^d Mr tl 
EfrMWRd 4 RcTRT t f^ dm Em M Eft ftjft Eft ER3T? 11 ?Efl cR?, ElRM^d 4 ftdT 3?R 
fcjfcR EZR E^ E^ 3T^tT Ef4 2010—11 4 RfRmfoRt Eft ftift m Eft) 296 clKd E^ ^EFdFT 3R 
3T^TFT dRRT tl #M4Rd 4 MRefold! Eft ftjft m dm RT TFT E^ 3TjM $ 3TRH dft 
M f i rRMorT Eft Mt m dm 3jR ^pam ^r arpm dFm Mm 4 ^MiRci Mr rr t i 
cRTft, EmdM> arfMt, df4 ef!^ ft, m RfRftfomT <ft ftjft m dm rt ameft dftsR ft 
ftRm Mcft aMr ft eft#trtrt Eft dftdT <Fftt mm ^MttRct Mr e3ttrr i 




s 


[w hi —-ms 4] 




(XXiV) ' ^ f* * »nf*ler #i on^#fT urn * vrcsmff * aim 

i ftferarr ’jyfm vif^r war zp^ ^ f^ £| ^ 

s?-ft frarc 30 aw) <* foqj &n, ^ 2010-11 $ 2012-13 * fa? nm *<\ 

,R ™ 5 ' **** out «* n> a)ft *0 45.77 oft artfolft 3f?R aft 

wi!fcRrt|i! toffa taantlte ^?Npt ^ ir ^ $ fa. 1275 g^, ^ 
^ ^ mfa xfrfeRlTC 37 45t GIFT A 4ft vt t, 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4f^nc vjfiqicr>icrf 4 [^ vanw)^ $ *fra^ # ePfaet ^ WT if, ^ff 

^ ^ ^T 2008 ^ 3fT ^?l A >3Ntq>i{f ^ *fFTel 3 efifaoT ^ 

rQtfd 2 3 T 3 q^o<p wt 3 f%m 3 >>rf w ffr°fa feraT wgi^ rf um? i 

(xxv). ta miiMM & Wf ^0 ^.pnPra gzj ft#Sra $ft fa=fafa, s^N) H 

iqroWcT 4>T ^ 

(^). araci Trf^ffqfitrqi: 



**10-11 ? ^ ^ % #?ft£rfrfcT A gRT mi xrf 

wt £ 1 tsn jtor £ fa> m*\ qftftfrfi ^#1 3 #tfterfrfc? ot 
‘tffofL 3 1 * tifopFft awfe w^fsn^M, ^ 

(zuUMw) arrflj # for? um rft *r£ £ i #?ft£rfrfcr % ^cW £ rf> 
^r yfaco mi ^ fen? grcr <rf #&rff 3 cftter xrfasftf cfc ^ ^r^rpff # f^n? 

^'KiiWf 3> *nT # ^feelfeRT XR rfrTR rfjZfT uTR| ^ if 
^•Hw ^ to xr f^rT w £ ct^tr erf 2010-11 

^ fcR #(Mte SRT ^rfn irwiftd ^fter fotim $ ^ i Rd 

f^?^TT?£| A 

(ii). 4^ 2011-12: 
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8. 

3)KcTlyfl 

2600.00 

9. 

3TT^^t Flk^TR 

12.00 


c^R 

5197.00 


Cjtf 2011-12 k toR £RT ytdlf^cf ^ k<kl ?0 20 <rWY^ k 

^5t 11 k «RTFn t fk kt 

tocf 1^, TJlk 7 «PT 3RTF af'ff&RT t' Sfk 6 3lk 7 k M kfa 

cflfk ^ ^ iR 3>T ^RMd Rb^l ^TT to I 

'tMltflflljc l A 7^ ift cPFI t f^F ^ ^tot ffPTcTT A toi ^TTI totol^ A 
faftre VFH k ^ £RT W MWlf^d M k 

RwMAd T? 3Mr tofto tot tot 11 ?*T #f A ywiM RM kt to A 

fePTT 7 ETT %! 

3 RI Rfto Tfrv5J^T k yftojFET 3 ^ 3TR^tkt kt '(si’?k "k WT ^ 11 

k WH t <FT tftofFH RTS#FT 4RR k 3T^R tl 

kkdtfPff k ■‘ft tofrcft^kcl £RI RR^tkt cfr ytcRRFRf tFT MlT t j M, ^0 
26 TRF? k RfM *R Mr f^IT Wtl 

cpf 2011-12 k ^RT 5RT *RIT ywifclcl 3R} RM ^ to ^ fcR 

^ tl 

(iii). 2012-13: 

k PlHl^feci U^R t ^0 11.87 to? k Tftto TRTlkcT M £ 


k. 

to 

^>0 ciRm A 

1. 

3iRcT[kt 

900.00 

2. 

cpwict-U vR'Wj'i 4>-fltR 

350.00 

3. 

3TT^£t afR >di i Fc^'< 

500.00 


0 

1187.00 


^ 3TR^kft 7T?k top eft 3 11 3pto 3 vifcclRad Wtf 
^0 9 k RMl *R fcpcTTR fto W tl ^ 2012-13 k 3kH 

gRT 7RTT IRcflRtcT 3p?J Rl<klt kt ^fl el<31 *f fcRIT J KJI £ | 

(<5). to T j^t: 

(j). . tofttoto A OT t fk HSlMdRJ ^TRI 3T^rf^PTR <f> WmA\ $ fly iK. Mttll 
^ f^J RT^ THR 5RT cR^ ^ ^ f I cRnk, WPI 

^pF tj? ^ifaT wife 5RT ‘5 i rcrPT A ftcre #fM4kef ^rt kR 

fa? vkA cFt nkter ^ «tk io f^t f^? ^ ^ w^r io 

Mi ^tr 3rrft| ^ ^i ^pr?n w zn \ vjh^ ^ t M ; RR. ■#M l 4kR ^ 

mA OTFI ^I ^fT ^ cf> kR ^fT yikFFRT ^ 3TJ&T Mu t 

^ ^ ffld Trk wA ^ sTvjTFJ ^Idldt ^ V!*i41cT| 3#km ^ STJ^fR 

3rM eRT Mt W 2TTI mR u !HW^R, A f^Rfl A\ TPTd 7 k 1 

^aftr^ kr^rW A> wr ^ ^gMrkci Mit 11 

^ ^TET A, <!Jf? >3ck?spfPl t k’ Rwcl WtfSTT 3)|tT<RI A cfr 

^kn ^^Mq e i ^ ^fi yrfSrcRt'i ^ 12 Mt ^ ^nf^p ytutri cpt kM kMM 
^ ^ A Mr ^A ^t Mn air 1 ^vAA, ^ 2008 ^ ^tsr otM sttM 

^i ^ y | R|ch^u| gRT TRTT Ufcl^Rd, f% cfMkf T? THR ^ ^ fcP? Mnl-t 

viM^l<td l ^IdHt IRT M ^ 3lMMf k«ief A ^fT yrMRR ^ TT^aT 
frM i M A, (3ttM Mf^ 30 kr2004) A f^ttci k 


Ti 
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*rmr rjt trrr j aramrT&r 

= f ' — 

fym Rtf ft? ^ ?m, mm& $ ^ <& $ % <& a 

J t™ f Wrjtf RF ^rfcTT t % WT TJim^TRTt ^ 

3mm ^ ^ wri t #? #r Rift 3 t^fr Rtf ttm sra smitaRrarf 

m* fcm *ft WffiJnB M tttl RRzjcfR <fc Rc^^RRR, t ^ l IM <$ 

^ R 7 f*Rf <$ ^ <fl*f <fc fem ^eA^d gm f^T 7TTT 3R^T 

# ^to>R Rtf ter w 11 6 

(ii). ^*M 4K'd ^ rrtrt t $W\iw j> 3r#r m r£trr t^fc^ &rt 

y!' ^ ^ arf*? £<m, ^ an#^M ^rrtr for ^ 

3Ttmr y mM mm vfrm % rfr^r «ftm mm R farMfomlf <* 

. sy OTy] £ ^iRd tor w ti rfnrtr RrmstofM ^fert 
^ #* 3T^r y^T ^fe^W/q^r Rf w ifcaf <pf 

t^T ^ ^ ^r mm°\ pr rnnftn an^r f^ 30 fomre*)08 c**^ 
M> v H tyfe fom crr^r rrr * rt^rr f« ir fan^T 

y yy W^ht#t a|M^r^Fr^mr^f^r -4 -kiPN! 

^ **y ^K jy yyly r t trm-^ wr *f ammr tt[ *j?<ntt 
S y ?? *1 3rf^r ijrrtr ^ crif ate rr *r ,rrj 

l^f^t yuRgi r> ^r % tor orrmrr Rfc mm f&Ffcrt/imki <fi 

3 ^iftct tor w t\ xj^iRTRf $ ^r # tMMKm 
J™ 'Sy 1 ^ ^ q y^ Mf*r 4>i4qi^ *f rtr-^ ^r 3 Rtf r& Rt 

iLf? 1 T ^ T q ^ 4 ^ !^ ft# ^ ^r 3 3 <rt ^r f^trR fc i wft&i 

TWTcr V Rtf 3TRTT tl 


(iv). 

(V). 


#). 


^rr^,^y# ^ y jTflt f^rrf^ f#f?r ^ 3 t^tr, 5 eTRi^i^ 

mmM ^ fern itffofetcT mf^rai #xrc^f %ftr #? 2010-11 % 2012-13 ^ 

ym f^r ^ ^irr% ^er[f^rrqf w so rrter f^RT#r rt# ^ f^r 
^ ^IRTTR fe# ^ if ^xTTfof^wti 
^ farcer 4 m ^mrf^r t j> $w 
r u hi^~ y ^ vjff 11 t f^ i> arcrmr 5 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

mr %TR ^ 2005 ^ ^ f ^HPl^f <* ^ Z9.9 ^ 3* 

mfcz rrf!mTR# <b 3Fpm vfafci vt ti 

yr yrrPm r% ir f^rm f^r rrt t i 

^ RR^raf RlftcT ^ Rip £ Rf^THR tr ii^f^ fo^r W 11 

^ M10-11 ^ ^012—13 ^ T%T tRcTRff ^ 3TT^ ^ f| 
^ 3TR)| fa#qui $ ^RwiRd f%rj Rrj f | 

?!? cW ^ 3 ^ T * 3T^TTpm ^f T^ft RffalFr ww f I ^ti^v»d ^ ^ 3Tmff ^Rf 
MRcr 4 ti cr^ ( ;^ rRrrM ^ %er ^ ^ arr^ ^ 
yRiro yf^y # ^r f^rr w 11 RjRf Tjpfr r^rtrt^ tr^rfcm ^ 

1^ ^^^mrmnti^R^ ifjrf 2010-11 ^ 2012-13 ^ f^n? n^t # 

™ ^0 37224.40 ma, ^0 36510.30 HH& 3fa ^0 31919.20 <fc 

H9d 97^g RR ?irftd f^RT t| ; 

(xxvi). ffgsp w gs i7 .i ftftfife; t ft M sftrof ^ ^ ^ = 5 ^ 

1956 4 ^r SftUicr 

!T™ 5 ^ ^ ^ ’ft ’"iret 5t. 'rfteR ftm ^R1 tnfllJI ^ qfe * ft 

?. ««wj ^ 201O-1J ^ 2012-13 4 ?Wi 4ftei qft w i feiiil i* ufatftf 

*1^ ft 'ft^ftft * ^ #ft tft nrtte =1^ wt t. iTHfe? ^RT ®T W 

atom itafew) nfOTfim hrPwI^ ij f^u w f| 

(xxvii). <rf 2010-11 it 2012-13 ^ 6r Mfisra ir * Wfcnw ^ % nf?ram ftur w # 1 
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(xxviii).( 45 ). 


xTcM 4> 3?*ft4, cTFRT ft4H4 foST SST 11 dI44 ROT 

1 ^ if f^TJT Tpqj f | cTFTcT ^ 4452 t^j mRu|IH ^ tlK^ 

ft*! ’Pf t . „ v 

reo 45H3T wi 


f^4H4 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

45d 

_ 0 - 

qRtirdd 344 

295.97 

296.53 

296.53 

889.03 

Ic c K 

E£JIMSi 

58.75 

61.74 

153.30 


11.09% 

19.81% 

20.82% 

17.24% 

(3rjtHcf) 


oTPIcT ft4H4 *f 4&IT PtR<2 31^14 f^TfcT 4> T T^ 7 T3R, SHI 4^1 il'KItf^n 

y^F ^ ^ ^ ush tiii 3rft 44 wm sft 11 w A s? #M^ei 3 ^ 

n'lvj^l ^R t* 4>e1cfl 45*3 <f> fcTTJ 4IHC-1I 11 4? E4T4 3 H4T «1Ml 4lR?^ fjfcjaP lglq 

^5®q?T: 3lfclR<W ^ 3lt^l4 43 dHRltRlcI 343 43 431? *) 4452 !»3TT 11 3TfclRcKi ^ 
3lir?t4 44 flHTT efpm 3141 4t SFJdR 4*Jcf eft 4^ Ylf^T ^ 3#t4> ^4<*4d 3 4?^ 

^ cRjci <& 4^ h$t 44 y PiPto 4Rm %\ v&m Prfa A ^ w?) 3 4221 

ftRRff 44 'HHKIVh, fvRT43 4T4#4 4STH vT^l **44!eld SHT 4^t 4^ ^ t 


*0 153.30 4Hfe 44 \34cf^J Pl4d 3 t£rW 2 44t 31^1 2011-12 sfr? 2012-13 43 ^t4 
Trge4> ttlcfl 314^ 3 hIvj^I y^c4> 3 <Pc1ft 4Rcf ^ TFTTsYRfd f^4T 344T 11 

3F44 St 44t ^ feP? 4?jc4> ^ *ft3£?T HRM* sRsidd 344 ^50 593.06 45*fe 11 ?H 445R, 
3144 St 44t 3 *50 153 30 4RT? 4> 31^4 44 441^314 45*3 4t fc4?, 3t3[4T 4?Jc45 <Ml4d 
fi<RU| % Rff^tg <44 $ 3T«J4lf3?I HR tr 25.85 sfcRTcT cT4> 454 %4T 3441 11 4F Tft44* 
4R4T Fl4T f<t> oTFTtT f^4^4 ^4R f^54T 44T t, 361 31 I Pi Cl 7T3R4 RukRt 4?Jc45 ^ 
Tflu^T HfHR 31^!lP l d 344 ^ SfcRlcT WT 3 MRefold tl>4T 441 11 ^ ^ 

4>^cft 4H^ ^1 344 ^ 4>c?hft ?Ftt 3fH mR u !H« 34, 4I3R4 3fk ^4 0^41 <v\ ^4T 

?Je4? 4^t $ cTS^tt 0Clctt S’Pft 1 445R, 4444 45t etJ4T jf ^ 4?t 34^ 

4Tc?I 4?eWt 35.05 yfcIVIcl 4^t H?I4T cT4> mR*iPTcT ?tm t, f^Rt ^ f^4T 44T & 

(344?! sfcHlcT ^) 


3lt^RW 


25.85 

vJM^ekl 4T H3R4 R'RtsRt UHIS (25.85 * 27%) 

6.98 


tR H3R4 S4T (6.98 * 27%) 

1.88 


d<T>*fl<ft t(q| <ft 4 mI6 'A 4413 

clif&d ,td?id 

0.34 

9.20 


35.05 


(H). 3RT: % ^^45 ^ 4t3f^T HR A 35 sfcRlcT 4^t 3444 S 4t^ 4 kM eft 4^J? I 

4? v5^<4 ft4 t 4^e4> 44^ ^ feH? g*s4 4444 ^ 31^4 44 wfl3H t 

4?J?45 R y i tPr S# ^ 3T5HR f^4T 44T t, 4^64 3TT^T sfR 4SST t^HI4t 4t H?f^cT 
4KRRJ Pi 441 3T?i 445 eg?Tcf?TT 45t ^'Mjd Pftr ^ 44 SR4 #, 4g3TefcfT eTFT 4^545 
PtTTfPl&fi u 4^4 'JSctW " r H : T4 7HJ cZT4 3*1,414) ^ 4\ 7 11 341^ 24 4«P<H 

2009 4t 4F4 R 3IW 45FpWT44 ^544: 534f4H ^ Ptt?T 3^ 

^T:- ^4R4 44?f4Tft 44 3pRtft4 tol tl 3^ ^^/StcIHim m 

f^T 4X7 aik I^T vfft ^ f^T Utd l Rd PRm H3R4 3lM4 mRhiRicT 454 R ^ 4?R ^tcT: 
^Rd l Rd ft54T 44T t, 34 4?J645 H4Ffl3PI pFltRcT 45?4T 11 
(^). ^50 187.06 45^? 41 ^Tl f fr c l ^d ^ 31^4 ^ & ^0 74.83 4^T 4^=45 445 ^ 

4^ 2011—12 3fH 2012—13 ^ sRld ^1*1 n'|Rici PFSI TST t 3|R H3 112.23 45?fe 44 
344|i|)p5lcT 3TpRt4 #?ft^tft^cl 4t 3FTR 451345 S45 ^ tl HI < 4 ) Rid l%4T 344411 


■»* 11 




W"»' 



















[m 111 —^ 54 ] 


w 44 trto i 3ftntmui 

=^=-^—. ii m ± ' - ■ - 

( xxix )- y 1 ^ ^ ^ 4 # 20 oi* # ar#*r if #tifeMfrcr 4 i arc# 

airato irmcft if *£jr <# mi? # «flj <tift> 4 ? an# mgc 4 J # am# fritar # wr 
'iftRM # ten? cmm «## srt *#f^r anmr iremf tare ##j ^ ?m if an <pt 
ajgsR ^ ***■ * writ * ft 3 * anaifta ,iHKi<t><» i amfera t 

3TR 5*ifai; artfira aift T3Hel*J ^ iPtflRJ 315 ^RT ?<l%ut $ ft; ;yai 3j^p jn^T 

otto snaifta ciFra^i ifcrt fWftT^ =iS * i #rf^oi * ye to ijfoRi ^ns 
t im<ft f ft gf anri srcp<i> jft aRicft mfteir ft bpri fciftra, JiftftM ft ftrj wr-sW sri 
*mracT OT &ir 4R i * 

( xxx )- IfotoMw # scmt t fe> ?p> *t# an# Ttfm if fear# # gg# <rc jnsrif femr t 
^ ^ TOilwtofi m ym#if fare ####gcr gm fa? % *i# «#trite 
^4K^4cT 10 fal #4T 4mpTT. 43RT4> *IR <# 4? ferfftcT 4 R# 4 T# fen?# # ? 4 # 44 
mar^ferf^mti 

##tH 4 K ;<4 # W T t ft> flemai'i -*ll« #### # WTOi# # «n^yiK, WaH # # 4 T 1 THR #qpj 

M IhcH ####*7^ SKI ft d % «T# # tff^'tS # 4T4 t&qtf 10 faf #4? uflVRI, gff ?gg # 

wait # 10 far # #fes arafe # 3 # if tm# w\ £ i ^ h^hur ### 4 to ^ wm 

^ ^ ^^ ,te ^ ^ ^ 3n# 4!^r ^r ^ Bife et>^« i ^ amir 

foqi m fej ^icim vh^cH tj4e ^ vH^k aifim fenr# 4 ># j 

5M Kjf^fea feoj# A * im ifc m ^rar t ^ ^# |cwiatl[ srt mm % ^ 

5 RT ftcf fe^ Ul# # tTTfe <fr fit 10 fe^f f*# v?n# 31 % ff # ftftffe 

1 ^ ’ w ^ ^ ^ arsi ^«mn f*rffet ffe, 1963 ^ fan - 

fepfe^^fpr ^?Rf f>q A PtafRd ^4Rit/q??H #ifer# ^ ^ g»nf #m 

®i 7,5 2005 ^ fe^if 5 ## ^ w 2 li& 3 ^f ?nfecr ^ appTR ti ^ 

^7«R, v34tT fear# fjf |^# ^ feif ####cF gRT% 3 ,^ # ^t-fefT W 

tl - 1 ■ 

f^cffeti 5 ^/fiffM ir tsmm vm # f># ^ fenj y^fecr wtrt fear# 

2.6 (ii) # «MR W W t 3ik ^RTtfecT ^ ^g 2.18.2 ^ f 8 |T 'fRcftf 

^ l4> # TOR TOR ^ 12.75 ffe?T<T ^ 3Tpife 14.75 ffeTTcT # cn^fgRW SIR <R ^ 
fcR TOtem ter w ^ 1 - -■ 

(xxxi). 2005 ^ S^ic 4 > ferffen fefe^ 4># f % TRJc^ &Hl<;<t>ci! ^ cfelfe^T^f % u}gT #m ^1% I 

^ ??1 2009 3 3PT# #t ^qr <4>d l i? ^EIR is# ^ 27 ffe ifet Bfe 

Ene ^r f^iT trt % 1 % fcrmr t fe f# 5 ^# wi # wfed femr air ttchtt 1 1 

n^iR. ferc# zi 2 27 wfe tfer t? #r btck^ctt f^r# # fo<j bto^ wflfetr 
tor w 1 1 • -s ^ 3 

(joocii). ##cMv <d ^ mtc to f-fe? ##a^d if AfRT #fiaff # fenj ™ ^ 

% wrc 1 ir n^nK ^ te #v;m)^'H if ^mrtf trr ^ if 

t, ^ fcIRT t f% 4? ^g 3.zb if MRcf cTC# # tRR/^RT^ # fef 

if M^T ^ 451 ^IcR ff ffitr figgr tl ^ W$xK fefT f fe 

#Wf # W^f ^ 7R a|4tT # f fef if ff<raT #41# # fof IR# JWR 

^ *n*fa if # ^rcf#T f^J «mj * 4 « ^RcTT #t ^cR fe# $ * 18 * t#? # 

ftt?T # #e^ 41# 4lfe# # 4 ^ vJ«sRa 4># if #%cTT fe##| # 4 ? # fcTRT t fe 

if yti femm 4# ampfri feqR 4## fe # arf? # afrcfer 4# 

4^ ^ t 3ff7 ?# ^dviK ^s# f% 4? 4f#T# §RT 4?Tr ffcfefecf 44R4 3R[4Fff if 44RT4 4# 
4#4T, # f#4 Mfof 4^ # W * 44c# # f#4 44 » 

3T5#fe?T %4T 44T 11 f 

(XXXiij).####4cf ^ 3TI4RT 4#4# # fcR #f^cT fe4# # #4£?T 3 fe# # 2 fe4 4># 44 

W4 fe>4T 11 ####4cT % 4cTT4T t fej ###y^ & 4%4T if ftf*R ^E4# # 44T? # 344TcT 
WI # #4cT t^T # 3fhm 44) 4R W if 444 #M| f^T# 3TRI4T/####4d ^ 
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. fftSJcR fftTOft eft WTT ft fft?JeR fftrftt ft fttcR 3Tlft Ret ftt?R[eR 3RRRT fftroft ftf STeFT "R3ft 
ftt ft? ftt t, eftffft ?fttft wftr ft fen? eft M ntoTftt ft fftfftm ^rft ftt 

Mm ft ?fttftt struct^ ftfarejcR 3 t?rt?t fftroft, ifft ftti ft, srt totter ?it ftft 11 

TTfttaft ft fttfttfttftt?ef £RI W TORTfftl fft:?JoR fftrft ft R?tftt RT fft&J tel 11 ?x|fttftt ft 
RFT ft fft ^fti ?? ftefft ft TJM W eft Rftt, ftyft RRR ^fftreft ftt Rftt, 3?fft ftftt Cfft 
RRT? f 3ft? WReJWT Rfttftt T?fttRft ^${|c| ftftt f fft Rft?ft RT fftRTelft ft 3 ft 5 fft? ft ^JIR 
RT wm efFRT 11 fftFJcT fft?TF Wl fftftTTOT ftvift 3jt? M M? R?ft fft ftft ftftp fft:^P 3T?fa 
fftqtffta TOfccR Rift aTHcTT SlfftcT R?ft ft f^?fftft?R ft ft ^ ft fftft?? TO fft? Rift ft RR^?, 
#fttftftt?cT ft 3ftf£m ^rtt ?ft ftftt ft i ?rrft 3Tfftfftm aim ftt ftt mRhiI^ici ?ft ter ft Rt 34mm 
ftft?ft ft fftM RTO ft Rftftt ftt ?RF ft TO^eT ftt RT?ftt I TO^RT ft R^ft?R?, #fttftftt?R RT 
SF^ftsT ?ftt fft ■Mi TO? ft | 

2005 ft TOJcR fft^TTfftftftt ft ft? 4.5 ft RlffteT fftfftfftm ft 3?pTR, fft:?JeR fftTOT ftt?l?[eR 

3RRTR fftwt 3ft? MT? ft ft?-Rlft fftroft ft 3TRTR ftft j TOT ft, fft:R?R fftWt 

ft! WTT ft fft^eR fftroft ft ftftR 3?ft Rft ftlFRJeR 3TTORTT fftRffi ftt 3TePT R?ft RT 
fttfttftftftH RT 3^J TOJeR fftRlfftftftt ft 3FfRT? ?ftt ft I 
(xxxiv). to?T *rl tor?^ ftmto r?t fft? srjftn ft Mft?RR, fttfttftftftn ft MM! ftftftt ft sjfttRro eft 
^Iftt? ft fen? ^0 2200 ftft 40 ftt? ftftr? eft ft^| ftt RF r?r ^0 1000 ftft 40 ftt? ftft?? 
R?ft RT TOM fft if 1 ft | 

TOftefRlftt ft cTOT^ ftftrft ft ejftfRTO ft fft? fft?R? ft fft? ftftftftfft?el ft TOM M 
fftfTT t [ EjftftRW ft fft? f ftR cT ? T? fftftfftT TRft ft ft^?T ?? 3TTn ft ipftfftf ftf ^RT 

?0 11 m3 ftft Tft R ftftftftcT fft?n W 11 3m: M TOM STjftfftcT fft^TT MT t i 

(xxxv). ftftMT fft? Rift ft fft? TOnfftr ^rt mi ^o 1000 /- ftft fftro ftM fsett ftf 

' ft ^Tcf> fftro eM ftt Mlft ft ftftftcl i | fttftteM?cf ft 3T5?TR, M SlftaiT eTOTT t fft ftftf? 
ftt 3M ftftr cRIT fftft? MMR M Iftftfftcl fftm M? 3lft 3Tfftfftm TftnMf ftt ftmftt ftt RT? Hlfft 

Tftfft? ft fft? Mi ft ftRft ft Mft RM ftftMfttcI ft?H ft RT? |? feTO ftft ftt ?mft ft MR 

fftftfttj ftt ftl it'fil'd ft RM t ft ^fft M ft?T ftftcM t, ?nfft? McT ftRT ft fft? TTRM 
Rjftt MM ftfttl 

fttjft?^?? ft to rim? m? TOiftr tor m fftftta fftm t ft M fttft!itfti>d rrt ftt fttror 
ftjftcjlft M f^TOT t 3fk MRm: ft TOft ft Mfftl R^ftt/ft^t TOlft ft fftfftcl ft?TT 1 1 

fttfttitft?d RRT TOTlftl ^0 1000/- ftt R? TO MR M t ft Mrl ftRI ft fft? ?ftftt 
TOR ^0 2000/- 11 TO Mft ft TOlft ft TOTlftftt TOlft? ftftt ft TOT M ft RT? ^? cTTcft ftt 
TOR TO?ft ft fft? cFTTOT RO 2,000/- 3IRT RRTO t, fttfttit41^d ft t ft TOft TO TORlft ft 
fft? ft? TO? 1? ft TORT Rift ft fft? 3TM ftt?TORT 5RT TOTfftl ^ RO 2,000/- 11 ftt#M?d ft 

wrrftr m ft fft? ftti totot ftft/sflftro ftft 1 1 yfftroiTOTOT, tor ffterro ??ft ftt Mift ft 

fft? ywifftd r? ro iooo/- sf^ftffti ?it ftt M 11 

(xxxvi). fttfttitfl?d ft, ftftroi ft ft? ft TOR ft RT? Rift ft TOft STOTO ftft?ft TO TOTOtcH TOlft ft fft? 
ft^ri fttRl^eF ft TOT SPjftei ft ft?R TO, ftftdft ft MTOteiR ft fft? ^0 250/- ftft 20' ftft?? 
TO TOM TOJft TO?ft TO TORT? fftm 11 fttftlfttft?R ft RTO t fft TO ft?T ft^fftlR t 3ft? ftft ?? 
ftt TOTTT cftftt TO? ftft ftt Mft? ?it ft | fttfttfttftt?R ft RO 250/- ftft ftt TORTfftcT TO TO 
T§ftt ft fft? ftft RPTcT ftft ?it fft? 11 ftft, TO mfftTORT TORlfftcT TO ftt 3?3?tfftcT TO?ft ftt 

ftftft 3 t| 

(xxxvii). 3ITO1 TORT? ft ftft f t i tft?d ft 40 ftt.?. TORT ?R 3 ffte? ft ft£?ft ft^R ST^TR 3lfcT-3?TOfft 
ftidft ft TOTct ft 40 ftt? cTOTi ft 3Ttitftt fti??f ft feT? TOlft Rlftf tilC^cR 3fR ftft?? M?^cR 
RRT TO? ft? ft 15 TjT?T ft TO1TO TOTR TOJeT R?ft RT TORT? fft?T t! 

v^ftefRlftt ft 3litR 3lfft—3TT?Tftt? ftft?ft ft WR? ft feT? TORTfftcT TO TO 3??frR ftt 11 
^t^itft?d ft TOT WT ft RTOTtRTTRT ?RT 3TT?fcR ftt TOtf^lR fft?T 11 TOT TO^T ft 
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^ ft ? ^ ^ ^Tv^ , #totofR. ^ 3 rfto> ajftMnmfcj qtof ^ fen? ^nr wr <p^ qft 

VS qrftoq ^<KT ?far <$ feR y<W |Rd ctf ^ 

^ W fwfrr ^ m£f 11 I 

17 - h R-iwww , afa 'dH^w g^uff 3, afa mnrjftoR-tof ^ ararc qq, *tf qrftoq <fr mflfor 

^fRH ^ 3j^*i)fta <p«ii t 41 j«"i<i>- II ^ 4 n'oiH fton f | 

1^1. ?rnm vmv afa tr? tofe wm if arisen mfm £ 15 ftof Ht mnfa <* *m 

m^Ji W* 2013 cl* m$f #-ft| ITCH ft* TO 31?to m# *K ^ t WIM £ ^TT v*q cl* 

1* rowi ski mfw mr q* fotocr q# pvt «nm £1 

18 ~ 2, ^ih tom M Rrcimq 2010 ^ 3 mt, ijjfadf ftmrc antnr ^ appq, qrejtoa 

<;<*im * *mH<H w qto mfoq ci* ffomftcr f toi it q ro qmpn 1 

r ! 8 - 3 - J* 51$ J^j r ^ * 2012—13 £ tR famm ftm ti toT * mmjto. qqtormq if 

men arfciftro aifrytq, qfe st ameft mfar if 2005 ^ mgs* RmP l &rt $ ^ 2.13 i > 

wiwNt gRi qrif^icr ftoiT \mqm 1 


18,4 • ^<Myc i jmjng c<T) qftoiei* gRT dfto ^ht qq f^nr Wt ^ gfo f foto if qm ^ f^r 
^tht * arwreqq ftofRer ftoir wit 1 vs ftoffor qg** tom awfc «& tfqrc W^w t? 

qmr *nm ffo, mzfaz ftoft #m% ai^to * ftm t am q*i qq j$m amto qt tom t <ivs 

^ ^ W vm if mq q?r wrrtorr ftynPrM ^ arro 

'H’HiiiiKUd fw ynqm 1 


ST5^' ^ ^ artw ^ t f^ w ?TRTtot mf 4 mnfa # eo ftof ^ am^r 

2 ? ^ «RjpraR®nmT dfto qRi qft #ift#ftqei ftftffe mraraflr ^ to M ^mn miew ^ 
2^ ^ #fMl ^^^ ^*5 <t ? > y fM Ptori MfMiH mftoq#toto 

5^ ^ y « ^ #1 ^ ^cim, mqjm q^ tom ara& qn mnftr tr am# mnim 

^ mm fton ^r R?tor ^ fton qnqm aft? IqRlRtw atofrn mntor anr^ qm i Rrq ftoifer ^q 
yin qra q^ q tf?ilfejti q^cm ftswPi&ii' ^ ai^R ftoir yfiqm i 
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4ta ant 4 Etitq wt 4 ftPltjan fttt Aart 

1.5. • '«<t-K wte *IH9 attftEnafl amt 4 qftqn all? a<zi ?pii 4 4 fit? ■S'tffn tin lisftow ** ?» 7»4 aft? VCm? wftt 4 tt» 4q sm Srai ft? art 41 torn 
atm A41 ?4f i 

1.8. ?wfi?ir w aft <j4 *8=« awtf *?4 4 fa? wl q? *£w 1 1 --__ 

17. -fttarril *jat ant sftq qft 4 aiftftm qtr ftqri 
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^ 9 'af^flUr ai ant aotlita Wai &41 1 
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1 . 11 . 
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1.12. aft ftr watrisft 4it« ft ?4 am 44 *t nr 1 1 

1.13. 
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1.14. -q«Fr aflttr 4=t< qapt =mi 
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3.8 <rtn i «fftn iftaat i wriw^i i fin; tor 
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<ii) 
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a fafaraa WMi t na ftfaft/fawfaijs eutffai wit fttafa ae nuia®! wna faffai <1 alfam ft) apm <1 u^i ftl mfls nw aww ftfara aft h«( aft ntfta a)» ftn atw, 
uff Ft IHlRf fM R»-lfafan TJffl ^ 3 RJFc 

(iy ftuft **ra ** ™ * i 

<i>}. fa* fafaft tan affaira ts wrf) nfl waft wi aptra warn t fa wfaa wite/sunwfa fa jai nfa fa *fn faerem m aid we ewm I ffa. 
(w) mjn fttna ftl wwr unfa ft ami fae ja) unaei ftft swji ?fa new nftara ft (sift i ?* *M> afta 

(as) aifft nfana aft waw ajw waft a) mfa wtfa afta wtne na slfafi aifa ian am? arci wMi 1 


(iii). 


wtna nate/fafatwi) nred a ftnwftwmn tfam afte uforcn mu witft weft ftl amn un wtmi ftftfite awfir fa faua tail wtt?^ weft »l rr-ifat aieiwaem fa unfa ft. 
afa^n >n nua»i me era it* naja fern ma i»ift est winm mx «w wn) *1 tsfa) waft fa fan Wftt aijft spat aifa w?ftt witurdu : id aft Mft ? 1 

(iv). 


>siF! fatne a fi H ia jrti ni ia wiftft cm nwut mn/ipti four 3nm t afta jat re fftftl ft) fWiftn anre arafc ft fane and aft fwan am ar«n. nureu me win) ^ n)4 wtft 
ft altanpw anftai fat nrifar ft hfj. ftai m dm anft aisfa aft waft) ftTMlOwflin ftwftt (Ml afla aftara mu sifft *7=? ft) earner are warn (Mu awn nwt 
wj/iwt ftai an raftaft ft) Hijfa/nftfofl snat nreu nfteie ft afWiqew fafai fan ft fehi fWi afta aw waft ft a*m w=ue tat nunt onft ft! enfra ft hp[.(Mi »=u ?Mii 

3.12.12. 

fftufa ftftaat ft fian ^ aftte ftn ftl airaiffti* fttciftltin?fuftft 3 afta<rtRft aiwm ftftwafttaftfansfftftftfftn anafim (tft 1 

3.13 fttewn 


9.JL 

fituaw 



20 FF*Tf^ ^ ajfe^F 
afta 4c' aanra} nw 

40 ' ITHtf H 

(i). 

?ftcf d ^MI / 1 

143.00 

14300 

143.00 

(ii). 

afnn^ ft fiaap afM/afta 

460.10 

690.16 

920.21 

(iii). 

?Maa ft fttaa aaiFtwaR ft fan me 

627.41 

941.12 

1,254.83 

(iv). 

iftjiMl ma 

627.41 

941.12 

1,254.83 

(v). 

aiiftfiran ara?ia - 3ifitfafii amm/iifMn ft fan dftna ft fta aww fa ft dftqR 

627.41 

941.12 

1,254.83 

(vi). 

fa ft aiuw jisjw ffaMn urn wfaa ftl fffam ft wnara 

627.41 

941.12 

1,254.83 

(vii). 

(fax fttaudm ft fan fts am#B anm ft wu ufftaa ft auft <rfa Ma wfarat ft fan owe i 

627.41 

941.12 

1,254.83 

(viii). 

Rctf* HTPTl/F^HJ (u§t 

71,50 

71.501 

71.50 

(ix). 

^ ffT? HtddT W*TR U^T 

429.00 

429.00 

429.00 

(*)- 

^3ITif3IR 

71.50 

71.50 

71.50 

(xi). 

aitfaw^ft afta aifit-anauftM wfaa) ftt fawn ad waai/nenr fawn weat 

2,145 00 

2.145 00 

2.145.00 

(x ii). 


286.00 

286.00 

236.00 

fxm) 


1,000.00 

1,000.00 

1,000.00 

Mil_ 

sfftaa ft ftltia ftfitM ft-ai ft arena ft fan 'faftfawe vwa (arfer St?m ffa) 

71.50 

71.50 

71.50 


a« Jan^aiR ai?3ft ft arjalu ae a^< fftan aum f aa aafftraaw Hwa enn dm f I 

•nas uaurat Hienr mna raftaa wren ft fftn ianj, ft fftarft fian ftwa nw ftaai.ai gai aaaw dm * <aira) afta un araurai aanaw afta gam ePMa ciai ^ 

and fti 

•ftta 5 T<iHT 1 ePMci <ia la/a^ra/aigs siai fftn #1 ftra afta ft uin-l mft uift® <sftna <ta jaift aftn ftl arjufil tft ft wft ftfeei aftn eruift annftli aft RtMu ai?=i 
ftt Fftftw amnfft ft Aai^nwpni tft raftqft ftt qftl fftann efft=ra sra afta <aw^ Mft ft. aaRalftlanift Mtfti afta awa aftat wl (<nft ft fin* fttanidfti 

(jv) ji i ffiiquft fteraa cawaT/ainaar 1 ftaa an^nnaftait ftdi wntft wft ftsraa ■ftfiiHiyt wnft w waft wft ftftaa aa arum ampt 1 jafl wsia, fta-fttftm^ft atpft 

an maft wft *4aa ft ^aift tewa m? ampt 1 ftft ft ft fftftt ftl niftfl ft wrw aft aaa ufitfftlil waft ft fin? nanawnfftld ^ firfaftt ft ajfim asaaj dan 


(v) 5 . afta-idfi aftanjM fftftimi wataa wi afri-^tn tftftcm, re* ft a-jftu ua. ftaF aiaitftn I 4-5 m ti adwM rrn 1 wtaa aaarft ft-i.a ftMnje* td&M ft aftM d 
dial an aiwft 1 1 erfftaai nftfta ft ftlna naw/aarrfl waft, aiftra rfta na ftl. ftt arjufft ad 41 ampfl 1 


ftwftui 

(«) 

(ii) . 

(iii) . 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY PbR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 27fi April, 2011 

Act 1963 Sa T oH 2 ^r^l P t^! n f eX f^ Se S fihe !f wers conferred hy Sectlon 48 of the Major Port Trusts 
T^rm^fpH^/Jf 963 ; Tarrff Au ^ ont y for Ma J or p °rts hereby disposes of the proposal of the Chennai Container 
Terminal Pnvate Limited for general revision of its Scale of Rates, as in the Orcjer appended hereto. 


TARIFF AUTHORITY F0)r MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/55|2009-CCTPL 
The Chennai Container Terminal Private Limited 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 25th day of March, 2011) 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[AD VT/II1/4/143/10-Exty,] 


... Applicant 


LimitpH irrTDi w' S 0336 r f a,es, ° a proposal receded from the Chennai .Container Terminal Private 
Limited (CCTPL) for general revision of its Scale of Rptes. 

llr, ^ Th !! ^ithority passed an Order on 18 March 2007 relating to the proposal received 

. ^'l?rl^7 erminal Umited < CCTPL >' a Private container terminal operator at the 
Chennai Port Trust (CHPT), for general revision of Hi Scale of Rates. This Order was notified in the 
gazette of India on 18 April 2007 vide Gazette N0.89J 


N 
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2.2. Subsequently, with reference to the above mentioned tariff Order, the CCTPL vide its 
tetter dated 7 June 2007 filed an application for review of the Order. The CCTPL review application 
was processed following the usual consultation process. This Authority vide its Order dated 19 June 
2008 disposed of the review application made by the CCTPL. This Order was notified in the Gazette 
of India on 2 July 2008. 

2.3. The validity of the Scale of Rates of CCTPL notified in April 2009 was to expire on 31 
December 2009. Since the proposal filed by CCTPL in November 2009 was in consultation stage, this 
Authority vide its Order dated 31 March 2010 has extended the validity of the Scale of Rates of 
CCTPL upto 30 September 2010, subject to fully adjusting the additional surplus, if any, over and 
above the admissible cost and permissible return for the period post 31 December 2009 in the tariff to 
be determined. 

3.1. Clause 3.1.2 of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 requires a major port/ private 

terminal operator to file its proposal for review of its tariff, at least 3 months before these are due for 
revision. That being so, the CCTPL should have filed its proposal by 30 September 2009. After 
reminders, the CCTPL requested this Authority for grant of time till 24 November 2009 for submission 
of its proposal, on the ground that the economic slowdown and the advent of the 2 nd container terminal 
at the CHPT have impacted the CCTPL’s projections for future volumes and the effect of its 
investment in 2 number of brand new quay cranes which are in the process of commissioning. In this 
backdrop, the CCTPL vide its letter dated 24 November 2009 has filed a proposal for general revision 
of its Scale of Rates. 


3.2 The main points made by the CCTPL in its proposal are summarised below: 

1. General 

(i) . CCTPL's performance has improved steadily and all productivity parameters have 

been met or exceeded in spite of the terminal operating at close to its capacity. This 
has been achieved by a combination of investments in new container handling 
equipments, improved terminal operating systems and a host of process re¬ 
engineering activities. 

(ii) . Terminal’s throughput has increased from around 8.29 lakh TEUs in 2006 to around 

11.99 lakh TEUs in 2008. 


(iii) . The extraordinary efficiency has attracted several main line operators to deploy their 

large main line vessels at the terminal and the Chennai Port is now connected to more 
that 50 Global ports with direct services. 

(iv) . Crane productivity has been improved from 22 moves per hour per quay crane in 

2006 to over 27 in 2009 through continuous training of its man power and investing in 
the best quality equipment available. 

II. Tariff Proposal 

(i) . Tariff structure 

Tariff structure as adopted by TAMP in the previous tariff notification has been broadly 
maintained. However, based on the activities performed in the last two years and the 
procedural changes brought about in the past to improve efficiency and productivity, 
CCTPL has proposed to realign certain tariff items as well as introduced some new 
tariff items. 

(ii) Excessive over-dimensional containers including containers exceeding 40 MT in gross 
weight 

With many industries being set up in the vicinity of Chennai the requirement for 
importing Capital goods equipments for setting up the projects has increased 
substantially. Some of the cargoes are shipped in flat rack containers and exceed in 
length beyond 52 feet. Such containers are delivered and received directly to / from 
the customer’s vehicles. As this involves a considerable amount of time to carry out 
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the operation and the crane cannotjje used for normal container operations during 
the period of its use for the excessive ODCs, the CCTPL proposes to charge for 
handling such containers on the basis ofjthe number of normal containers that would 
have been handled in the same time frafne. Such containers take approximately 35 
minutes to handle each container, the norms specified by TAMP for crane 
productivity is 25 moves per hour. It is Hence proposed to levy a charge equal to 15 
times of the quay crane handling plus container wharfage plus cargo wharfage 
chargeable for 40 ft length of ODC. The |mpact of this proposal will be ?16 lakhs per 
annum which is considered in the revenue estimates. 

(iii). Weiahment of containers 


The CCTPL has received a written re 
weighment of import containers before it 
Chennai & Ennore Port Steamer Agents' 
terminal to evolve a system for measuring 
The present system of weighing the traik 
found to be unsatisfactory and has lead t< 


uest from Chennai Customs to carry but 
s gated out of the terminal. Additionally, the 
Association (CHENSAA) have requested the 
the weight of export containers individually, 
r along with the export containers has been 
instances of over loading of vessels due to 


wrong declaration of the gross weight of tye containers by the shippers. It is proposed 
to weigh all containers handled at the! terminal by utilizing the weighing feature 
incorporated in the Rubber Tyred Gantry (RTG) and capture the weight in the terminal 
operating system; This weighing involves additional resources for calibration and 
certification of the weighment as per l< iw and capture of the information and its 
transmission to the terminal operating system. It is, therefore, proposed to levy a 
charge of ?250 for a 20 ft container and proportionate increase for 40 and 45 ft 
container as per TAMP norms. Since major volume for this service is not foreseen, the 
impact would be negligible. 


(iv) . Fumigation of Tobacco containers 

The CCTPL has been charging ^2200 pelr 40 ft container for facilitating fumigation of 
tobacco containers.. This charge is felt jto be deterrent by the trade and a written 
request has been made by the largest exporter of tobacco to reduce this rate. Hence, 
it is proposed to reduce this rate to ^IQpO per 40 ft container. Since the tobacco 
exporters are able to avail of the facilitiesiat an off-dock CFS for approximately ^900/~ 
per container, this reduction in tariff will enable CCTPL to utilize its resources in a 
more gainful manner. The impact of this reduction in CFS revenue will be m lakhs 
per annum which is factored in the revenue estimates. 

(v) . CFS charges in Indian Rupees 


The CCTPL CFS located within the port is competing with 25 other CFSs within 
Chennai. The customers of CCTPL CFS Have expressed the opinion that the charges 
levied for services rendered at the CFS linay be denominated in INR alone as it will 
insulate them especially passengers returning from abroad with the baggage against 
exchange risks and the rates can be quoted by the CHAs, Forwarders etc., to their 
ultimate customers with a greater degree Of certainty. This will not have any variation 
in revenue estimates. 


(vi). Stuck twist lock removal 


In many instances, import containers off 
the twist lock jammed in the container 
segregated on wheel and special equipm 
lock before it is sent to the yard for stack! 
fashion as the ITV on which this contained 
twist lock is removed and the twist lock has 
from the terminal. It is proposed to deploy 
the jammed twist lock immediately upon i< 
idle, (2) the twist lock is returned to the vi 


loaded from a vessel have been found with 
(casting. This requires the container to be 
ejnt to be used for removing the jammed twist 
ng. This has to be done in a time cntical 
is loaded cannot be used until the jammed 
is to be returned to the vessel before it sails 
additional resources to enable removal of 
discharge to ensure (1) the ITV is not kept 
fessel immediately and (3) the container can 


its 
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be offloaded safely in the yard. Hence it is proposed to levy a charge of ?1000/- per 
twist lock removal. The current charges incurred by a container operator to free the 
jammed twist lock by use of outside agencies cost around ^2000/-. The revenue 
realization for this service will be negligible. 

(vii). Reduction in free dweli time for import containers 

The norms for calculation of yard capacity by TAMP assume import dwell time of 2 
days. The procedure of CCTPL have enabled import dwell time to be reduced to an 
average of one day only. Additionally, customs import documentation is required only 
for containers imported by ACP clients since all other laden containers are moved to 
an off-dock CFS for further customs processing. With the various other improvements 
in process, dwell time for import containers has reduced. Hence, it is proposed to 
reduce the free days allowed for import containers to 2 days from the existing 3 days. 
Additionally, the exclusion of customs holidays falling within the free days from the 
calculation of free days should be dispensed with since the ACP importers are not 
affected by customs holidays, if any due to various improvements in procedures 
introduced by the customs for the ACP clients. 

(viii). Volume Discounts 

CCTPL has invested in 2 brand new quay cranes during September 2009 at a value 
of ?115 Crores. In order to fetch effective return on this additional investment CCTPL 
has to not only retain the existing volume but also enhance the throughput. Hence, it 
is proposed to introduce a volume discount scheme applicable for all customer 
achieving threshold volumes during a year. This scheme will be made applicable to 
shipping line that uses the services of CCTPL to handle more than 20000 TEUs of 
containers during a calendar year. The impact of this discount works out to 
approximately 3% of the terminal revenue which has been incorporated in this 
submission. The Authority is requested to notify this rebate which will enable the 
CCTPL to minimize the revenue share cost which otherwise would be passed on to 
the trade. 

(ix). Traffic 

The traffic handled during 2008 was 1199618 TEUs. The Chennai Container market 
is expected to contract by about 6% during 2009 and with the advent of the 
International Container Transhipment Terminal at Vallarpadam, Cochin which is 
expected to draw a substantial portion of the hinterland volumes, grow marginally by 
3% in the next and an average of about 8% in the subsequent couple of years. The 
2 nd terminal at CHPT has commenced operations from 4 June 2009. Hence, from 
2010 onwards the volume dynamics at Chennai would change as both the terminals, 
next to each other, would be wooing for the same traffic especially in an environment 
of negligible growth. It is hence expected that in 2010, 35% of the total available 
volume would be captured by the new terminal next door. This will result in CCTPL 
volume reducing to 750000 TEUs. In 2010 the new terminal’s share will increase to 
36% and hence CCTPL would achieve a volume of 800000 TEUs. 

III. Revenue Assumptions 

(i). Exchange Rate 

The average exchange rate for 2009 has been assumed at 1 US $ = XA7. With the 
global recession impact looming over India and there has been a decline in the growth 
rate of world wide economy as well as Indian economy it is difficult to predict the 
movement of exchange rate. However in view of the fact that the growth rate in India 
is expected in the range of 6% with is more as compared to USA and other European 
countries the rupee appears to be set for a appreciation Hence, irrespective of the 
short term and sporadic spurts in the US dollar, Indian Rupee will continue to 
appreciate against the US dollar. However, CCTPL has considered only a moderate 
appreciation of T 1 per US $ and considered the projections assuming an exchange 
rate of 1 US $ = ?46/- 


■MPM 




n 
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Container mix 

* 

The container mix has been based on the trend seen during 2008 and 2009. As the 
level of industrialization increased and the mix Of volume of finished products Vs input 
components / raw materials increase the number of 40 ft containers wiH increase as a 
percentage of the overall traffic. However, It Is important to note here that as the 
volurge of any terminal increases, the number of 40 ft boxes increase as compared to 
20 ft boxes. This is the trend all over as 4o ft offers economy of scales to the 
importers and exporters. In the past 5 years, the 20-40 ratio at Chennai has been 
rising steadily as enumerated below: j 




2006 

2007 

2008 

2009 

20 : 
Ratio 

40 

1.34 

1.34 

1.36 

1.33 


Based on the above the CCTPL have considered 1.36 for the future years. 

Also the ratio of empty to laden containers is op substantial increase and the trend is 
shown below: 



2006 

2007 


2009 

Empty 

Ratio 

89.11 

88.12 

87J3 

-. Am 

84.16 


This trend is expected to continue over the next jtariff cycle. 


Storage income ; 

CCTPL is a container terminal constrained by yard space because of extremely smalt 
back up area and lack of space to expend the transit yard. Hence, in order to cope up 
with the growing volume, it becomes necessary to evacuate import boxes quickly and 
efficiently. This is due to majority of import containers to off-dock CFSs at the earliest 
possible of its landing at CCTPL. This has resuled in substantially reduced dwell time 
of import boxes to an average of 1.2 days, thus reducing the storage revenue on 
import containers. 



2007 

20084|9 
(15 months) 

2009 

(9 months) 

TEUs 

1052993 

14471^8 

852480 

Storage revenue (lakhs) 

475 

556 

143 

Storage revenue - per TEU 

45 

38 

17 


This en-block movement of import boxes has substantially reduced the storage 
earning of CCTPL. Due to this average storade revenue per TEU has oome down 
from ?38 to ?17. Based on the above estimate of T18 per TEU of storage revenue 
has been considered in the projections. 

‘ I * 

Terminal benefit j , 

Since ali the existing or proposed assets upto 2009 would be fully written off well 
before the end of licence agreement period, no terminal benefit would accrue from 
these assets. Nothing would be payable by the CHPT on these fully depreciated 
assets. Hence, only 10 million US dollars has| been considered as terminal benefit 
and discounted at 15% per annum to arrive at thb notional income from ail the years. 

Duty free scrip under SFIS (Serve from India Scheme! 

CCTPL received during the years 2007 and 20flj8-Q9 duty free scrip under SFIS for a 
value of ?20.83 crores. Depending on the usage of the scrip, the duty amount is 
capitalised or added to the material cost. Since this is not a normal business revenue 
this has been excluded suitably in revenue as well as capital employed. 
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IV. Expense Assumptions 

The assumptions for estimation of expenses and the increase considered by the 


CCTPL are tabulated below: 


SI. No 

Expenses 

Increase considered 

Grounds 

1 . 

Unionized 

labour 

42% in 2009 

40% in 2010 

Prevailing wage settlement 

Long term wage settlement is due in 
2010 



5.8% in 2011 & 12 

The number of workers has been kept 
constant at the levels required. 

2. 

Non- 

unionized 

labour 

15% per annum 

The increment trend in the Indian 
Corporate Sector and the various 
surveys and analysis conducted in 
2009. This is also in line with the 
average increase given in 2007 and 
2008.____ 

3. 

Electricity 

cost 

10% in 2010 

5.8% per annum for 
the rest of vears 

No increase in the last 3 years. 

Nominal 

4. 

Fuel cost 

11.26% in 2010 

Market inputs on global oil prices. 



10% per annum for 
the rest of years 

Nominal 

5. 

ITV hire 

charge 

10% year over year 
from 2010 

Diesel price increase and normal 
inflation expected during the period. 

6. 

Lashing 
contract cost 

10% in 2010 

General wage levels in the segment is 
expected to raise by 10% 

7. 

CFS and 

checkers 
contract rates 

Actual negotiated 

rates for 2009 

10% increase per 
annum for the rest of 
vears 

Negotiated rate 

Nominal 

8. 

Marketing 

expense 

10% in 2010 

12% in 2011 

15% in 2012 

Increased market expenses that would 
be required due to the competition from 
the 2 nd terminal. 

9. 

All other 

expenses 

10% 

General inflation rate 

10. 

Depreciation 

Rates as per 

Companies Act or as 
per the life norms 
prescribed in the LA 
whichever is hiqher 

Revised tariff guidelines. 

11. 

Leas rentals 
to CHPT 

As per the arbitration 
award given in March 
2006 at ^1 per sq. mtr. 
per annum for land 
allotted to CCTPL. 

CHPT preferred an appeal against the 
stated order in June 2006. The Madras 
High Court dismissed the application of 
the CHPT in June 2008. However, the 
matter is sub-judice since CHPT has 
preferred an appeal before the Division 
Bench of Madras High Court. Sfatos 
quo on the oriqinal stand is maintained 

12. 

Technical 
Service fee to 
P & 0 Ports 

At cost 

Income Tax authorities has allowed this 
expense without any adjustments. 

This is also in line with the revised tariff 
guidelines of TAMP. 
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The CCTPL proposal is as follows: 

The CCTPL has sought an increase of 16% on all the tariff items over the existing 
tariff. Subsequently, the CCTPL while responding to the comments of users has 
stated that it has sought an increase Qf 16% over the existing tariff. 

(ii). As brought out earlier, it has proposed to realign certain tariff items as well as 
introduced certain new tariff items. 

5. The estimated container traffic and financial position as reflected in the cost 

statements furnished by the CCTPL are as follows: 

I. Estimated container traffic 


Year 

Container traffic (in TEUs) 

2009 (9 months) 

852480 

2010 

780000 

2011 

820000 

2012 

850000 


li. Estimated Financial position 


SI. 

No. 

Ysars 

mgju 

mnmrRmRMm 

Adjus¬ 
tment 
of 60% 
of sur- 
pfcis of 

T 

/ " ’ ' '\ V.\ ' 

Net surpius(ej / Defldt(-) 
as % of operating income 

Existi¬ 

ng 

SatM 

Propo¬ 

sed 

Rates 

Existi¬ 

ng 

Rates 

Prop¬ 

osed 

Rates 

Exis¬ 

ting 

rates 

Propo¬ 
sed rates 

Existing 

Rates 

Proposed 

Rates 

1. 


EHE3H 


■stem 

1E5SEM 

EU 


III M 

-19% 

-6% 

2. 


EM 

E3E3H 

wmm 

■Ezm 

am— 

wEsm 


-22% 

-7% 

3. 


EM 

wsnsm 

mzsm 


EECM 


■irw 

•20% 

-6% 


W.w t .•Liilill'u-.l'l !!•[ ■IiLHH i 1 

fa in. MBBaaawBawsBBB 


-6% 


6. The CCTPL did not furnish the draft Scale of Rates along with its proposal. While 
acknowledging the CCTPL proposal, the CCTPL was requested to furnish its draft Scale of Rates. The 
CCTPL vide its letter dated 22 December 2009 has furnished its draft Scale of Rates. 

7. The CCTPL requested to not circulate the Annual Report, investment details and 
computation of designed capacity of the terminal. However, as stipulated in Clause 3.2.4. of the tariff 
guidelines 2005, CCTPL has not explained as to how any irreparable damage will be caused to it, if its 
request is not acceded to. Hence the entire proposal as received from the CCTPL (except the Annual 
Accounts) was circulated. 

8. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal from the 
CCTPL alongwith the proposed draft Scale of Rates was forwarded to CHPT and also to the 
concerned users/user organisations for their comments. The comments received from the CHPT and 
some of the users were forwarded to the CCTPL as feedback information. The CCTPL has also 
responded on the comments of CHPT and the users. [ 


9.1. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the CCTPL was requested to furnish 

additional information/ clarifications. The CCTPL has responded to our queries. The queries raised by 
us and reply of the CCTPL are tabulated below: 



Our queries 

Reply of CCTPL 

(A). 

General: 


(i). 

The revised tariff guidelines stipulate that tariff 
should be linked to benchmark levels of 
productivity. CCTPL has stated that it has 

in the draft scale of rates, this should be 
incorporated. 
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improved its crane productivity in 2009 to more 
than 27 moves per hour per quay crane, which 
may be incorporated in the existing 
conditionality prescribed at Section 2.12 in the 
Scale of Rates of CCTPL. 


(ii). 

CCtPL has not filled up the table at S!.No.8 of 
Form-1. CCTPL to state whether there is any 
deviation from the revised tariff guidelines in 
framing the current tariff proposal in reference. 

We are taking into account the proceeding 
orders in the case of NSICT (TAMP/14/2008- 
NSICT Dt. Sep’08), JNPT (No.34 dt. 12-Mar- 
09) for the basis on which our tariff has been 
calculated. 

m- 

CCTPL has stated that its pricing strategy is 
performance based apart from cost based. 
CCTPL to bring out the impact of the 
anticipated improvement in performance on 
the unit price. 

We have not indicated that the pricing is 
performance based. Please refer to our 
submission in Form -1 [In form-1 it is stated 
that pricing strategy is cost based and market 
based] 

(iv). 

This Authority vide paragraph no.14(xi) of its 
Order dated 28 March 2007 had advised 
CCTPL to gear up its interna! system so that it 
can draw up its proposal supported by cost 
details for individual activities at the time of 
next review of its tariff. The CCTPL to furnish 
the cost elements considered in the proposed 
charges. 

CCT do not maintain Activity based costing 
and hence this cannot be provided. 

(v). 

(a). The year 2009 is already over. Traffic and 
financial / cost details for 2009 may be 
furnished at actuals. 

CCT has now changed its Statutory 
Accounting Period from Calendar Year to 
Financial Year and the first Accounts after the 
change has been drawn up for a period of 15 
months ending 31st March 2009. Hence we 
will be reporting based on the FY. The account 
for the year 2009-10 is already over and the 
same has been incorporated in this 
submission. 


(b). Likewise, actuals for the period from 
January - May 2010 may be furnished. • 

The period of January tc March 2010 is 
already covered within the period of the Audit 
Accounts. We are attaching the actuals for the 
period for April to June'10 as required by the 
Authority. 


(c). In the light of the actuals for the year 2009 
and upto May 2010, the estimates for the 
subsequent years may be updated / revised, if 
necessary. 

Done. 


(d). If CCTPL wants to take advantage of the 
full tariff cycle of 3 years, estimates for the 
year 2013 may also be furnished. 

We have changed the statutory accounting 
period from Calendar year to Financial Year 
and hence the calculations of past profits have 
been done for the period upto Mar*2010. We 
have proposed the revised tariff effective for a 

3 year period from April’2010 to March'2013. 

(Vi). 

Rebates and discounts, it any, over the notified 
ceiling tariff, allowed by CCTPL during the 
years 2006-2009 and upto May 2010 may be 
furnished yearwise. 

The tariffs are only ceiling levels and there is 
no bar in offering lower tariffs as clarified by 
the Authority from time to time. 

B. 

Comparison of actuals vis-d-vis estimates 
provided earlier: 
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Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines requires" 
this Authority to review the actual physical and 
financial performance at the end of 1 the 
prescribed tariff validity period with reference 
to the projections relied upon at the timle of 
fixing the prevailing tariff. In this context arid 
with reference to Form - 7 of the tariff proposal 
filed by CCTPL, the CCTPL to clarify / furnish 
the following: 


(a). From the reconciliation statement 
furnished by CCTPL to reconcile the difference 
between the profit shown in the Annual 
Accounts and the profit as furnished in] the 
Cost statement, it fs seen that the CCTPL -has 
not considered the income and 'the 
expenditure related to the TSA movement tr l 
its cost statements. The nature of income 
therefrom and expenditure thereof may bp 
furnished. The reason for excluding the 
income and expenditure related to TSA 
movements from the Cost statement mayf be 
explained. If the exclusion, is justified it cannot 
be confined only to direct revenue & 
expenditure. Overheads & Capital assets 
relevant to the activity should be apportioned 
and excluded. 


(b). In the above mentioned Reconciliation 
statement, the CCTPL has also .excluded the 
income and the expenditure related to the 
SFIS (Serve from India Scheme) in its dost 
statements. The CCTPL while responding! to 
the points made by one of the dSer 
organizations in this regard has, inter ajia, 
stated that the CCTPL has projected the return 
on capital employed and depreciation in'its 
proposal only after excluding the capital 
addition arising from the use of SFIS scrips] In 
this regard, the CCTPL to establish vith 
workings that it has considered reduced capital 
expenditure after excluding the SFIS scrtos 
and the corresponding adjustment made in e 
depreciation. 

The total of the operating expenses estima 
for the years 2008 and 2009 together in the 
Review Order of June 2008 was ^249.37 
crores. In Form 7 furnished by CCTPL, the. 
total of the operating expenses as shown]in 
the Estimates column for the years 2008 arid 
2009 together is ?259.44 crores. The CCTPL 
to explain the reason for the mismatch and. the 
difference may be reconciled. 



The TSA movements represents the 
movement of Cargo from CCTPL CFS to 
Customer CFSs at locations outside Chennai, 
namely Bangalore, Hyderabad, Kochi , etc. 
The Tariff for this activity is outside the scope 
of TAMP vide its Order Clause 10(vi) of Order 
NO Tamp/45/2007-CCTPL Dt.19th June 2008. 
This is a miniscule activity compared to the 
operations of the Terminal and hence does not 
involve any allocable Over heads towards the 
same. Hence we have excluded the collection 
of charges and the corresponding payment to 
the Trucking contractors for delivering these 
cargoes to the above said destinations. 
Further we have discontinued this activity. 


Statement of the scrips under SFIS scheme 
received and the utilization there of is 
attached. Please refer to the reconciliation of 
the Form 3A profits with the Audited accounts 
where in the exclusion of the impact of the 
receipt as well as utilisation of the SFIS Scrip 
is clearly excluded. The asset values have 
also been excluded to the extent of the impact 
of SFIS Scrip as may be seen from the same 
reconciliation. 


Said difference is reconciled and in the revised 
submission this difference no longer exists. 


During the last review of tariff of CCTPL jn 
March 2007, the deletions in the gross block bf 
assets in the year 2006, 2007 and 2008 on 
account of replacement of the (then) existing 
assets was assumed at the written down value 


Yes; It is confirmed that Deletion is made in 
the Gross block as well as in the Accumulated 
depreciation and the asset is removed at 
Written down value. 
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of the respective assets, in the absence of 
requisite details not being furnished by CCTPL 
during the proceedings, subject to verification 
of actuals at the time of next review. In this 
regard, paragraph no. 14(v)(s)(vi) of the Order 
dated 28 March 2007 may be referred to. The 
CCTPL to confirm that the deletions on 
account of replacement of assets in the year 
2006, 2007 and 2008 are at the written down 
value of the respective assets. 


(IV). 

This Authority vide paragraph no.14(v)(k) of its 
Order dated 28 March 2007 has allowed 
payment of technical service fee as an item of 
cost in the estimates for the years 2007 to 
2009 subject to the condition that the CCTPL 
at the time of next review would produce the 
Income tax assessment Orders for each of the 
years to show that the concerned authorities 
have allowed this expenditure. The CCTPL, 
therefore, to furnish the Income tax 
assessment Orders for the years 2007 to 
2009. 

The assessment for the FY years from 2006- 
07 is under progress, hence the assessment 
order could be furnished after the completion 
of the same. However the assessment order 
for the FY 2005-06 is furnished to demonstrate 
that Management Technical service fees is 
allowed by the Income Tax department as 
business expenditure. 

[The copy of the Order of Income Tax 
Authorities produced by CCTPL is for the 
financial year 2004-05 (Assessment year 
2005-06) and not for FY 2005-06. The Income 
Tax Authorities have assessed the Technical 
Service Fee at ?228.38 lakhs as against 
?234.83 lakhs computed by CCTPL. 
Accordingly, the Income Tax Authorities have 
ordered that an upward adjustment of ^6.43 
lakhs is required to be made in the income of 
the CCTPL] 

(V). 

This Authority vide its Order dated 19 June 
2008 allowed a 10% increase in the then 
existing tariff of CCTPL with effect from 1 
August 2008. The CCTPL to update the 
estimated income with reference to the above 
said increase and furnish the revised 
comparative position of actuals vis-a-vis 
estimates. 

Done in the revised tariff submission in Form 

7. 

(vi)- 

The CCTPL has considered 50% of the 
additional surplus earned during the tariff cycle 
of 2007 to 2009 for adjustment in future tariff. 
However, it is to be noted that the tariff fixed 
for the CCTPL for the tariff cycle 2007 to 2009 
was subject to the condition of adjustment of 
entire additional surplus in the next cycle. In 
this regard, paragraphs 14(vi) and 14(x)(c) of 
the tariff Order dated 28 March 2007 may be 
referred to. The entire additional surplus 
earned during the tariff cycle 2007 to 2009 
should be adjusted in the revised cost 
statement. 

The CCTPL has furnished its response which 
is brought out in the later part of this note. 

(C). 

Financial/Cost Statement: 


1 . 

Caoacltv 


(i). 

With reference to calculation of yard capacity 
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CCTPL to clarify the following: 

(a) . The yard capacity is dependent on 

'ground slots', 'stack height, 'utilisation', 
'peaking time' and 'dwell days'. In this context, 
CCTPL to state the reason for adopting 
different ground slots, different stack heights 
and different percentage of utilisation. The 
basis for considering 120% peaking factor may 
also be brought out. 

(b) . CCTPL to estimate the yard capacity 

based on the parameters mentioned above 
considering the actuals each for the three 
years from 2007 tb 2000. It may be confirmed 
that the parameters so considered will remain 
unaltered in the next three years in spite of the 
capital expenses proposed to be incurred for 
replacement/refurbishment / additions. 

(c) . CCTPL has proposed an investment 

of ?20 crores towards refurbishment of yard in 
the year 2011. CCTPL to intimate how the 
proposed refurbishment of yard has been 
factored into for determination of yard 
capacity. 


With reference to calculation of quay capacity 
CCTPL to clarify the following: 

(a). The CCTPL in its proposal has stated 
that it has improved its crane productivity from 
22 moves per hour in the year 2006 to over 27 
in the year 2009. However, the quay capacity 
calculation shows that the CCTPL has 
considered the productivity of the crane at only 
25 moves per hour. Explain the reasons why 
27 moves per hour per Quay crane cannot be 
considered for assessing quayside capacity. . 


(b). During the proceedings relating to the 
last general revision Order dated 28 March 
2007, the CCTPL in addition to the then 
existing 7 quay cranes, had proposed 
procurement of additional cranes in the second 
half of the year 2007 and during the year 2009. 
The CCTPL in its current proposal has stated 
that it has invested in 2 brand new Quay 
cranes' during September 2009. The CCTPL 
does not appear to have considered the 
additions of crane in its quay capacity ., 
calculation. CCTPL to review the position and 
revise the capacity of the terminal. 


Traffic : 

With reidrence to estirnatiec* afCCTPL 
to clarify the following: 

(a). The CCTPL has assumed 3% traffic 
growth in 2010 over the actual traffic of the 


CCTPL has container yard space of 14.6 
; hectares. Adopting the norms followed by 
|tAMP in its Order no.34 dated 12 March 2009 
in the case of JNPT (fixation of upfront tariff for 
(container terminal at JNPT), the grand slot 
[worked out to 4171 and the optimal yard 
(capacity works out to 8,19,762 TEUs. The 
p&ial grand slot available in CCTPL is 3960. 
j&ijen if the actual available grand slot is 
:cdhstdered the yard capacity works out to 
j 7,t8,292 TEUs only. CCTPL has considered 
|h£ one as per norms. [It has attached the 
working sheet]. The optimal capacity has 
worked out as per 2005 tariff guidelines. 
The comparison of actuals and optimal 
! t^padty as per the previous order of the 
i^thority is similar and hence should be 
i adopted in the case of CCTPL. 


The expenses towards refurbishment of yards 
Is primarily towards Yard 7 and balance 
ver between yard 6 & 7, in which no 
shment done in the past so many years. 
S does not involve creation of any 
ionaf capacity. 


this has been considered based the Authority 
notification G No.27 Dt. 26- Feb-2008. 
However our capacity is constrained by Yard 
Sod hence considering 27 moves per hour do 
not impact the optimum capacity of the 
terminal. The 2 old QCs are in the process of 
disposal and hence only 7 QCs are 
considered. Further we have based our 
revised submission on the optimal capacity as 
per TAMPs orders. 


The 2 brand new QCs are procured as a 
replacement to the old 2 KHIC make QCs 
Inherited from ChPT during 2001. Since they 
I ire only for replacement the overall QC 
number remains at 7 only and hence there is 
no change in capacity on account of this. 

J hese QCs are proposed to be disposed off 
urfng the years 2010-11 and 2011-12 
respectively and the same have been duly 
Removed in the calculation of Capital 
Imployed. 
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year 2009 and 8% traffic growth for the year 
2011 and 2012 over the container traffic 
estimated for the years 2010 at the Chennai 
Container Market. The container traffic 
estimated to be handled by CCTPL for the 
years 2010 to 2012 further assumes that the 
share of the 2 nd container terminal at Chennai 
Port Trust (CHPT) during the year 2010 is 
expected to be 35% for the year 2010 and 
36% for the year 2011. The CCTPL to furnish 
the analysis made in this regard. 

2nd terminal has taken away 2 services (1 
mainline /1 coastal) from CCT. Indfex2 / TCI 
which generates about 16,500 TEUs a month. 
Apart from that they have Minimum guarantee 
to achieve for which they are expected to take 
away some other services from CCTPL. If 
looked in to their growth they have already on 
an average taken 20%-25% of Chennai 
volume which was handled by CCTPL. And 
same is expected to go up due to the above 
said reason. 


(b). The CCTPL to furnish the details of 

the actual container volume handled during the 
period of 5 months from January 2010 to May 
2010 and also the container mix. 

Total Volume = 4,75,070 TEUs , this 
represents 3,51,489 containers. [Ratio is 1.35] 


(c). Commissioning of second container 

terminal at CHPT was known to CCTPL in 
September 2009. The reasons for induction of 
additional .quay cranes despite the anticipated 
diversion of traffic may be explained. 

We are in a competitive zone &efficiency is 
one of our selling point. To retain our 
customers from moving to our competitor we 
are required to provide a global service level, 
for which we had to invest & safeguard our 
interest. Further we are required as per the 
licence agreement to replace equipments. 


(d). The capacity utilisation of quayside 

facilities at the projected traffic will be only 
around 50%. The proposed capital expenses 
should be justified in the light of the anticipated 
traffic diversion to the extent of about 30%. 

The investments is only replacement to the 
existing infrastructure to support our efficiency 
improvement. And there is no new 
infrastructure that is being built in our system. 

3. 




(a). Note 3 to Form 2B of the prescribed 
formats for tariff proposal adopted by this 
Authority requires the operator to provide 
detailed computation of income with reference 
to the estimated traffic. However, no such 
computation has been furnished by CCTPL. 
CCTPL to furnish detailed computation of 
income with reference to the estimated traffic 
at CCTPL's existing Scale of Rates and the 
proposed Scale of Rates for all the years 
under consideration separately for container 
handling and storage. 

It has provided revised workings. 


(b). The CCTPL has stated that it has 
considered the impact of discount arising out 
of the proposed volume discount scheme in its 
estimation of operating income for the years 
2010 to 2012. However, the CCTPL to furnish 
the income estimation for the years 2010 . to 
2012 strictly based on the existing Scale of 
Rates. Financial impact of the additional 
proposed tariff items may be shown 
separately. 

In our revised tariff application this is 
incorporated. 


(c). Apart from the general increase in rate 
proposed, the CCTPL has • also proposed 
introduction of some new services / facilities. 
The yearwise additional revenue implication 

Working Sheet is attached , the same have 
been incorporated in the income estimation. 
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arising from these new services may be 
quantified itemwise and considered in the 
income estimation for all the years undet 
consideration. The workings in this regard 
may also be furnished. 





CCTPL has adopted different percentages as 
escalation factor in the estimation of operating 
cost. As already communicated by us vide ouf 
letter No.TAMP/27/2005-Misc. dated 18 May 
2010, an escalation factor of 3.76% per annum 
will be ' considered for the expenditure 
projections in the cost statement. 



irmraifra 


(a). There appears to be a mistake in the 
calculation of operating labour cost for the 
years 2008 and 2009. The product of the: 
number of employees and average cost per 
employee does not match with the amount * 
furnished by CCTPL in its cost statement. 


Specific justifications have been provided for 
increases in Labour cost, Power cost and Fuel 
. which are beyond the control of CCTPL. In 
respect of all other expenditure the approved 
escalation factor of 3.76% has been 
considered. 


In the current submission the numbers are 
matching. 


(b). The average cost per employee for 
the year 2010 is estimated to increase by 
around 44% as compared to the average cost 
per employee for the years 2008 and 2009. 
Likewise, the average cost per employee for 
the year 2011 and 2012 is estimated to 
increase by around 10% -over the respective 
previous years. The estimated Increase in 
average cost per employee may be justified 
with detailed workings for all the years under 
consideration. 


The Wages for the Operators of QC and RTG 
are governed by a Long Term Settlement 
(ITS) for a 3 year period. The last LTS period 
has ended in April'2010 and the company is in 
the process of negotiating the wages for the 
next LTS period namely May’2010 - 
April’2013. This settlement is a tripartite 
settlement signed in the presence of the 
Labour Commissioner of Tamil Nadu 'after 
protracted negotiations with the Unions 
Historically the increase percentage will be 
Mgher during the 1st year and nominal 
increases during the next 2 years. During the 
last LTS period CCTPL had to give an 
increase of 45% in the 1st year based on the 
settlement. Since the ^increase during the 
current settlement is also expected to be on 
tha above lines, we have considered 45% 
increase in the 1st year followed by 6% 
increase for the subsequent years. 
Considering the practical scenario, the' 
Authority will appreciate that this is not in the 
| nature of escalation in the rate but a 
| contractual obligation as per the labour 
| practices of settlements and hence these 
. cannot be treated at par with other expenses 
with normal inflation. 



f.'.Ulil'. Ji! liMlll-MlI, 


(a). Similarly, there appears to be a mistake in. jin'the current submission the numbers are 

the calculation of maintenance labour cost for .matching. 

the years 2008 and 2009. The product of the 

number of employees and average cost per 

employee does not match with the amount 

furnished by CCTPL in its cost statement. 












(b). Likewise, the estimated increase in 
average cost per employee which is around 
22% in the year 2010 over the average cost 
per employee during 2008 and 2009 and 
around 15% increase per annum for the years 
2011 and 2012 may be justified with detailed 
working for all the years. 

Salary increase have been-considered based 
on the market scenario and with a view to 
retain talent. However we have not made 
significant increase in the manpower in 
Projections for 2010 - 2013. The majority of 
the employees under maintenance fall under 
the nature of work of an operator. Though 
they are not under union and covered under 
settlement, we will have to match the wage 
increases for this category in line with the 
increases for the unionized category. 

(Hi). 



(a). 

Power Cost: 

(i). Around 37% increase in the per TEU 

consumption of electricity estimated for the 
years 2010 to 2012 over the consumption of 
power per TEU for the year 2009 may be 
justified. 

There are two major reasons attributed to the 
increase in the electricity charges, one is the 
addition of Twin QCs in the total pool have 
gone up to 3Nos from INo due to this we 
observe a 30% increase forecast on the QC 
consumption. Also the reefer volumes are 
going up day by day and hence we have 
considered higher reefer volume and values in 
our estimates. 


(ii). CCTPL to justify for around 10% 

increase in the unit cost of electricity estimated 
for the year 2010 as compared to the unit cost 
for the year 2009. The actual unit cost of 
electricity applicable for the month of May 
2010 may be furnished. 

The Tamil Nadu Electricity Board has not 
increased power tariff for more than 5 years 
and a committee has been setup to look into 
the price increase proposal for the power 
users. Indications are that there could be 
increase for the HT users and the same is 
estimated to be atleast 10%. 

- 

(iii). The CCTPL has also considered a 

fixed cost element in the estimation of its total 
power cost. The components forming part of 
the estimated fixed charges nhay be listed out 
with cost details for all the years under 
consideration vyith justification for the 
estimated fixed charges. The actual fixed 
charges paid/ payable may be justified 
supported by documentary proof. 

Due to installation of Brand new Twin lift Quay 
Cranes and also the increase in Reefer 
volume it has been necessary for us to 
increase the maximum demand from KVA 
2100 to KVA 2565 , this has resulted in Fixed 
charges payable towards electricity charges. 

(b). 

Fuel Cost: 

(i). There appears to be a mistake in the 

calculation of fuel cost for the year 2008, which 
may be rectified. 

The reduction in the per TEU consumption of 
fuel cost is achieved by implementing process 
change as well as replacement by Fuel 
efficient engines in many of the RTGs. 


(ii). The increase of around 11.62% in the 
estimated unit cost per litre for the year 2010 
as compared to the unit cost for the year 2009 
may be justified. 

This is a justified increase and the same is 
also confirmed with the recent increase in the 
diesel price by 15% in the last 6months from 
^34.41 - ^39.46 per liter. In the light of the 
above we have reviewed and revised our 
estimated increase to 15%. The price of 
diesel is not following the pattern of the normal 
inflation and the Central Government is infact 
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(i). CCTPL to furnish a detailed working for the 
estimated repairs and maintenance cost of 
equipments and electrical installations for' all 
the years under consideration. 


considering a decontrolled mechanism for the 
diesel prices which Is at the moment backed 
up by subsidies. We had considered a base 
price of ^38.41 for the year 2010 In our earlier 
submission in Nov'OO and even Iri a span of 8 
months this price has gone up to ?39.57 per 
liter, with further increase in the offing. Hence 
we would request the Authority to consider the 
special nature of this expense and accept the 
escalation rates as proposed by at 15% 


[The list attached by CCTPL shows major 
items of spares envisaged for replacement in 
the year 2010-11 to 2012-13 with estimated 
cost of replacement for each item. The 
yearwise total cost of replacement is as given 
below: 


2010 -11 
2011-12 
2012-13 


*197.43 lakhs 
*211.34 lakhs 
*256.41 lakhs 


(ii). CCTPL to justify the repair and 
maintenance cost estimated for the year 2010 
which is around 22% higher as compared to 
the average repair and maintenance cost 
incused during the years 2008 and 2009. 


The repairs and maintenance cost includes 
the periodical D-checks to be conducted for 
the DCs and RTGs on attainment of certain 
level of moves. Hence the YOY percentage 
will not be a realistic evaluator of the fact. 
However the average increase per annum is 
now reduced to 10%, based on the above 
reasoning. Also it is confirmed that the Repairs 
and Maintenance cost is less than 2% of gross 
cost of Electrical and Mechanical Machinery 
as per 2008 guidelines. 


Efficiency Gain: 




(a). In the workings furnished by CCTPL in 
Form - 6 for Efficiency gains, the CCTPL has 
not bifurcated each cost group into fixed and 
variable component to establish that the dost 
reduction has arisen on account of efficiency 
gains. The CCTPL, therefore, to work out the 
efficiency gains based on the ( variable 
component. The workings should clearly 
indicate the consumption of resources and the 
rate per unit of resources. 

.... ..•. t 

Fuel cost and ITV are entirely variable 
expenditure, this is because ITV hire charges 
are paid on per TEU basis. Also diesei is 
consumed for RTGs, RS, Forklifts and 
Terminal Vehicles, which have bearing on the 
terminal Volume. Insurance is an entirely fixed 
cost. In the power cost we have removed the 
fixed element and only the Variable 
component is indicated in the current 
submission. 

(b). In the Form - 3A furnished by CCTPL, $he 
CCTPL has considered the effect of Efficiency 
gains twice, i.e. one as efficiency gainj as 
allowed by TAMP from 2004-07 and the o^ief 
as Efficiency gain for the year, as stated; by 
CCTPL. The reasons for claiming Efficiency 
gain under two category may be explained 
with justification. I ! 

Based on the tariff order reference case 
TAMP/45/2007 - CCTPL Dt.19-Jun-2008 para 
10(ix) the CCTPL share of *68 per TEU has 
been considered. Over and above the 
efficiency improvements CCTPL have done 
further improvement during 2007- 2009 , 
which has been included in file TAB - 
efficiency gain , where in we have calculated 
the efficiency gain due to CCT on account of 
operational efficiency and the corresponding 
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cost reduction in the four areas of * 1) Power 

2) Fuel, 3) ITV Hire and 4) Insurance. 

1 

(c;. in the light of the steep escalation in the 
estimated expenses proposed, the rationale 
for claiming efficiency gain in the estimates 
should be adequately explained. 

The rationale behind the claiming of the 
efficiency gain is that, irrespective of the cost 
escalations which are beyond the control of 
the terminal, CCTPL has made several 
process improvement initiatives and thus 
achieved the quantitative savings in the 
expenditure. 

M. 

■ =ETB FTnTTTH : IfTW. M J. f 

CCTPL has furnished workings. 

The CCTPL to explain/ furnish the following:- 

(a). The workings for estimated equipment hire 
charges for the years 2008 to 2012 may be 
furnished. 


(b). The list of equipments taken on hire/ 
proposed to be taken on hire may be furnished 
validated with documentary evidence. 

Forklift and Yard Marshalling Vehicles are 
hired. Contract Copies are Attached. 

1. Forklift Services 

[CCTPL has furnished a copy of the Rates 
appearing to form part of agreement entered 
between it and a private party for providing 
forklift services, which reads as follows: 

Contractor shall be compensated for performance 
of the Services @ ?67,500 (Rupees sixty seven 
thousand five hundred only) per month per FLT 
from 1 st January 2009 to 31 st December 2009 and 

@ ^69,400 (Rupees sixty nine thousand four 
hundred only) per FLT per month from 1 st January 
2010 to 31 December 2010. Contractor shall raise 
an invoice on CCT giving details of the FLTs hired 
in the last month, in a format approved by CCT. 

Six (6) Electrical forklifts are to be deployed in 
operations. 

Contractor may raise an invoice on estimated 
charges due for the month on the 1 st of the next 
month and agree to offer 1.5% cash discount on 
invoice value if payment is make within 3 working 
days. y 

In the event a forklift is not available for use due to 
reasons assignable to the contractor, CCT shall 
deduct pro rata hire charges.” 

2. Yard patrol lino services 

[The CCTPL has furnished a copy of 
Agreement entered by it with a private party 
for provision of yard patrolling services and the 
term of the Agreement is for the calendar year 
2009] y 


(c). CCTPL has estimated container traffic of 
8.52 lakh TEUs for the period of 9 months in 
the year 2009 and a traffic of 7.80 lakh TEUs 
for the year 2010. In this context, the estimates 
of equipment hire charges at a higher level.for 
the year 2010 inspite of a lower traffic durina 

As indicated earlier ITV hire charges are paid 
based on the No. of TEUs handled and hence 
it is proportionate to the volume. We have now 
considered the increase as per TAMP 
guidelines. 
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2010 may be justified. 

> 

(Vi). 

Lease rentals: 

It appears that the arbitration award is under ! 
challenge by CHPT before Hon’ble High'Court 
of Madras. CCTPL to furnish the present] 
status of this case and interim orders, if any, 
passed by the Court. 

1 

1 

i 

t 

The present position in the matter is that ChPT 
has filed an appeal in the High Court before 
the Division bench to set aside the arbitration 
award and made a claim for a total amount of 
tease rent plus interest thereon The High 
Court has admitted ChPTs appeal and a date 
for hearing to commence is awaited. ChPT 
has not applied for any stay and hence none 
was granted by the high court IN the event of 
an unfavourable order CCT would have to pay 
tie lease rentals. It may be noted that ChPTs 
demand is for ?77.34 Crores whereas our 
provision is only ^52.74 Crores. This 
provision is based on the same lease rentals 
which were paid during 2006. Given that the 
matter is pending with court, in the event of an 
unfavourable order CCT will have to pay the 
he amount and hence it is only prudent that 
tive amount may be allowed. In case of any 
additional amounts payable over and above 
the provision, CCT reserves its right to claim 
the same with retrospective effect in future 
submissions. Also should the court decide 
the case in favour of CCT, the said amount 
may be adjusted in the future submissions. 
We request TAMP to continue to adopt the 
position as adopted in the 2007 order given 
that a retrospective addition will make our tariff 
extremely uncomparable and uncompetitive in 
a scenario where CCT is placed with retaining 
its volume given the growth in capacity in 
South India with the development of II terminal 
which is functional now and Vallarpadam 
which is shortly start operation and expected 
to attract volumes from common hinterlands. 

(vii). 

Insurance: 

(The CCTPL has furnished copies of 
Insurance polices for insurance of cargo 
handling liability and port. property for the 
period of insurance from 1.10.2009 to 
30.9.2010. The premiums as indicated in the 
polices are as given below: 

1. Internet Insured (cargo handling *7.28 lakhs 
fadkty) 

2. Internal Insured (physical lose. *8.93 lakhs 
destruction or damages (Including 

machinery breakdown) to the 

Insurable Internet) 

3. Internet Insured (Material damage *0.99 lakhs 
to the property and consequential 

loss) 

*17.20 lakhs 

The CCTPL has not furnished the basis for the , 
estimated insurance cost. The estimates of 
insurance cost may be justified with referencej 
to actual payment made to insurance j 
company. A copy of the Agreement entered j 
into with insurance company(ies) may be] 
furnished. 

(viii). 

Other exDenses: 

Security Service, Lashing Charges, CFS 
Labour, Site Cleaning and STP maintenance. 

(a). CCTPL to list out the items 

considered with cost details under "other i 
expenses". 
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(ix). 


(i) . The tariff proposal mentions 
about lashing contract, CFS & 
Checkers contract and marketing 
expenses. We do not find these items 
of cost in the cost statement furnished 
by CCTPL. CCTPL to explain the 
treatment given to these items of cost 
in the cost statement. 

(ii) . Estimates for lashing contract 

rates and CFS and checkers contract 
rates may be validated with 
documentary proof supported by 
workings for the estimates. 


Technical Services Fee 


CCTPL to establish the reasonableness of 
technical services fee estimated in the cost 
statement for all the years under consideration 
applying the yardstick of "arms length 
relationship" as required under clause 2.8.2. of 
the revised tariff guidelines. 


Lashing Contract, CFS and Checker Contracts 
are included in Other Expenses and Marketing 
expenses are included in General Overheads. 


Contract Copies are attached. 

[1. the Agreement entered by CCTPL with 
private party for providing lashing services is 
for a period one year from 01.01.2009 to 

31.12.2010. 

2. The Agreement entered by CCL with private 
party for providing services of checkers is for a 
period of 2 years from 01.01.2009 to 

31.12.2011. 

3. The Agreement entered by CCTPL with a 
private party for providing CFS services is for 
a period from 01.2.2009 to 31.12.2010.] 


The arms length relationship in these 
transactions has already been assessed by 
Income Tax department and the assessment 
is completed upto FY 2005-06. 

[CCTPL has furnished a copy of the 
Assessment order for the FY 2004-05 (AY 
2005-06)] 


(x). 


(xi) 


Depreciation : 


CCTPL has proposed additions to the gross 
block of fixed assets. There are also deletions 
from the gross block of fixed assets. In the 
absence of sufficient details regarding exact 
date of commissioning of additions to the fixed 
assets and date of deletion of fixed assets, we 
are not able to scrutinize the depreciation 
figures furnished by the CCTPL. Therefore, 
CCTPL to furnish detailed workings for the 
estimated depreciation for all the years under 
consideration bearing in mind clause 2.7.1. of 
the revised tariff guidelines. The rates of 
depreciation adopted may also be furnished 
giving reference to the Companies Act or 
provisions of concession agreement as the 
case may be. 


CCTPL has furnished a list of proposed 
additions to the Gross block for 2010 to 2013. 

It has not furnished workings for the estimated 
depreciation. 


Overheads : 


(a). CCTPL to list out the items of expenditure 
considered under the management and 
administration overheads. 


(b). The estimated management and 
administration overheads for the year 2010 is 
around 38% more than the average 
expenditure for the years 2008 and 2009. The 
estimated management and administrative 
overheads for the years 2011 and 2012 is 


Salary of Management staff and the related 
Staff welfare expense. 


Due to recessionary conditions prevailed 
during 2008-09, only marginal increases were 
given to employees in the Calendar year 2009 
and 2010. Increase is based on Market 
Trend. For the years 2011 and 2012 increase 
is based on the normal market scenario. 




[ifriT III_73^ 4] 



around 15% more than the estimated 
expenditure of the respective previous years. 
CCTPL to justify the estimates. 

i - ' - 

■i 


(c). (i). The items considered under ’General 
Overheads’ may be listed out. 

(ii). Similarly, the estimated general 
overheads for the year 2010 is'around 
19% more than the average 
expenditure for the years 2008 and 
2009. The estimated general 
overheads for the years 2011 and 
2012 is around 10% more than the 
estimated expenditure • * of the 
respective previous years. CCTPL to 
. justify the estimates. 

fe&iyi Building, Yard, Wharf and Pavements 
Electricity - Admin Building, Office Cleaning 
Charges, Printing & Stationary, Travel and 
Marketing Expenses, Communication Cost, 
Professional Charges - Audit Fess and Legal 
Charges, Hardware & Software Maintenance 
and Licence Cost. 

i 

jn the current submission, increase as per 
JAMP guidelines is incorporated 

(xii). 


The preliminary expenses value is insignificant 
Compared to the over all project cost and 
hence this has been charged off based on the 
hoinmal accounting norms. Since removing this 
and charging, off in the entire project period will 
pnly result in unnecessary reconciliation in the 
submission without any material benefit TAMP 
ts requested to agree to the book basis of 

Writeoff. 

i 

The preliminary expenses have to be spread 
over the entire project period for the reasons 
explained in the earlier orders passed by this 
Authority. The CCTPL does not appear to 
have considered the preliminary expenses for 
writing off during the years 2010 to 2012. 

■ 

5. 

■ JI.M.MU,'i 1lf!iLUliHiUJ■ j .tMIMIfll 

ri 


Terminal Value: 

The CCTPL has stated that US$ 10 million has 
been considered as Terminal benefit and 
discounted at 15% per annum to arrive at the 
notional income for all the years under 
consideration. However, it is seen that the 
CCTPL has not considered the discounted 
terminal value as notional Income. Further, this 
Authority had considered terminal value at 
US$ 1 million in the earlier Orders. The reason 
for mentioning the terminal value as US$ 10 
million in the instant proposal may be clarified. 
The basis for 15% discounting factor proposed 
to be considered for discounting the terminal 
value to arrive at the notiortel income may be 
intimated. 

<? 1 . ' 

•! -r ' 

h/Vd have noted that the Authority has agreed 
to consider the terminal value in the last two or 
fttaee tariff cycles and the Authority has 
reversed the position on the terminal benefits 
(in Its order 2007 for the years 2007, 2008 & 
[2009. Therefore we have removed the 
,terminal value from our application. 

» 

j ■ 

1 : 

1 

;j . . 

4 - ‘ 

•: 4 

} ——- ■ ■ — 

6. 



(i). 

■ d rrr r.TTn 



teV Gross Fixed Assets: 

The value of gross fixed assets at the 
beginning of the year 1 April 2009 amounting 
to ^50105 lakhs matches with fixed assets 
schedule forming part of annual accounts of 
CCTPL for the financial year ending 31 March 
2009. However, the value of various 

i 

■t 

i Reconciliation furnished - Grouping errors 
| rectified. 
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^categories of fixed assets forming part of gross --—— 

fixed assets shown in the cost statement for 
the year 2009 do not match with the relevant 
items shown in the Accounts. This may be 
clarified and the differences may be 
reconciled. 

considered*u!^er'“others^ ^ ***** *** Pa ' d '° Chennai Port Trusl 


Additions to the gross hlnrk - -—---- 

(a) . The actual additions made by CCTPL to its The additions have been upd ated upto Mar-10 ~ 
gross block of assets during the year 2009 to and the list is attached. The actual additions 

'„***!"' . ° f . * 113 - 91 crores, may be during the year 2009-10 is ?94.11 crores 
supported with documentary proof. excluding the impact of SFIS Scrip and the 

major item in this is the purchase of 2 brana 
new QCs from ZPMC. The documentary proof 
_ is attached. 

(b) . (i) The details of additions to the gross Reconciliation showing the matchinq of 4A 

block furnished in Form 4B for the and 4B is attached. However please note that 
year 2010 do not match with the 4B is furnished for Individual assets cost 
information furnished in Form-4A. exceeding ?1 Crore only. 

CCTPL to furnish full details in Form y 

4B regarding additions to the gross 
block for the year 2010. 

(ii). The CCTPL has proposed to 
purchase two nos. of additional RTG’s 

during the year 2010 reportedly to This RTGs are replaced as per the LA 
keep the equipment terminal ratio at provisions. 

1:3 for QC:RTG. The total number of 
QCs and RTGs available yearwise 
may be furnished. CCTPL to confirm 
whether addition of the two RTG’s are 
as per the Licence Agreement entered 
between CCTPL and CHPT. 

(in) CCT PL to intimate the status of The RTGs are planned during the year 2011- 

action initiated to procure the RTGs at 12 and the process will be inWafed by 
the cost of \ 17.50 crores and status of December 2010. We have already made an 
proposed investment in information investment in Information Technology for a 
technology (?15.13 crores), furniture & value of ?70 Lakh and the same is also 
fixtures (^0.20 crores) and buildings commissioned upto June'10. 

(^0.26 crores) during the year 2010. 

Documentary support to show the 
action taken towards these capital 
additions may be furnished. 

(c) . CCTPL to confirm whetner the proposed This RTGs are replaced as per the LA 
investment of \8.50 crores in 2011 and ^9 provisions. 

crores in 2012 towards replacement of 1 no. 
each of RTG is in accordance with the LA 
provisions. 

(d) . It may be noted that only completed and It is confirmed that only Commissioned assets 

rS n emXed Sh ^ dbe T teken in, ° accou "‘ for calculabrig Catel 
Tor capital employed. The work-in-progress Employed. 

shall not be taken into account. A confirmation 


The RTGs are planned during the year 2011- 
12 and the process will be initiated by 
December 2010. We have already made an 
investment in Information Technology for a 
value of ?70 Lakh and the same is also 
commissioned upto June'10. 


This RTGs are replaced as per the LA 
provisions. 


iiiki.i'. 1 1 
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T 



in this regard may be furnished. i 

••• , : ■ / , 

7. 

Working Capital: .J 

' ' . . ,5 .. 'rJ 

(i). CCTPL to furnish the basis for file 

estimated sundry debtors for all the yealts 
under consideration. 

| 

' 1 

• 'i 

As per the provisions of toe Major Port Trust 
Act, the service charges to the port are 
payable before availing the services. However 
please refer to clause 2.6.(l)(iv) of the scale of 
rates of CCTPL, where in it is indicated that 
"the delay in payment by the users wilt be 
counted only lOdays after the date of raising 
the bills by CCTPL". This clause has been 
understood to mean a 10 day credit period to 
the customers. W e request TAMP to remove 
the clause and replace with specific clause 
with that the payments are to be made in 
advance in line with the MPT Act. Hence we 
have considered 7 day turnover as Debtors at 
any point of time. 


(ii). CCTPL to furnish detailed workings 

for the estimated pre-payments for all file 
years under consideration. In this connection, 
paragraph no. 10(v)(iv) of Order dated 19 June 
2008 passed by this Authority disposing of the 
review application filed by CCTPL, may bfe 
referred to. * ! 

This represents the eligible MAT credits under 
income Tax Act, Advance Taxes paid for 
^3486 Lakhs and CENVAT Credit ?408 Lakhs 
and the rest is adivances paid to suppliers and 
Expenses like Insurance premium , Which is in 
tfte normal course of business, it is expected 
to stay at current levels. 


(iii). CCTPL to furnish detailed workings 

for the estimated inventory for all the years 
under consideration bearing in mind clause 
2.9.9. of the revised tariff guidelines. 

Inventory is computed as per norms specified 
under 2.9.9 considering the 1 years average 
consumption of the spares excluding Fuel. 


(iv). The basis for estimated allowable 
cash balance for all the years under 
consideration may be furnished. 

This is at the current levels and no major 
increase is estimated. 

8. 

Scale of Rates: 

. -. j 


(0- 

The CCTPL has formulated its proposed Scafe 
of Rates considering an increase of 18% over 
the existing tariff at CCTPL. The additional 
services / facilities proposed to be provided to 
the users and the benefit of productivity 
improvements accruing to users justifying this 
hike may be listed out. 

This has been addressed during our 
presentation to the Trade. A copy of the same 
is attached herewith. 

^ . ■ . . .... . ■ 


CCTPL to furnish detailed working with coSt 
elements considered to arrive at the charges 
proposed for normal containers, ICp 
containers, Transhipment container^, 

hazardous and Over Dimensional Containers, 
As already stated this Authority vide paragraph 
no.14(xi) of its Order dated 28 March 2007 had 
advised CCTPL to gear up its internal systerti 
so that it can draw up its proposal supported 
by cost details for individual activities at the 
time of next review of its tariff. 

CCT do not maintain Activity based costing 
and hence this cannot be provided. 

<iii)- 

Similar working with cost elements considered 
may be furnished towards the charged 
proposed for services for hatch covers, 
restows, shut out, storage and‘miscellaneous 
charges. 1 

CCT do not maintain Activity based costing 
and hence this cannot be provided. 
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(iv). 

The proposed note 2.6 (ii) may be modified in 
line with clause 2.18.2 of the revised tariff 
guidelines and the rate of interest may be 
updated with the prevailing Prime Lending 
Rate of State Bank of India. 

We want this clause to be removed in the light 
of our mention in the covering letter (Payment 
has to be made in advance) and interest has 
to start from 0 day - Refer our response to 
Point 7 (i) above. 

(v). 

The proposed charges (section 3.1.1., 3.2.1. & 
3.3.1.) for handling of containers include the 
cost of rendering lashing/unlashing services. 
Though the CCTPL has considered an 
increase of 18% in the handling charges, it has 
not considered increasing the corresponding 
rebate to be allowed when lashing/ unlashing 
are not provided by the CCTPL. 

This has been updated in the current 
submission. 

(vi). 

The proposed new tariff items may be justified 
with reference to cost of providing the service / 
cost of the facilities availed. Suitable tariff 
schedule in respect of these items be drawn 
up. 

CCT do not maintain Activity based costing 
and hence this cannot be provided. 

(vii). 

Charges leviable at CFS are already 
prescribed in Indian Rupee. 

Please refer to Scale of Rate effective 01-08- 
2008 Clause 3.2.3 , where in the charges for 
Stuffing/ Destuffing of cargo 

at CFS has been indicated in US$. CCTPL 
requests that this Tariff item may be converted 
in to INR. We have also made the required 
changes in the proposed Scale of Rated 
submitted by us. 

(viii). 

Documentary support in respect of the claim 
that the trade pays around ^2000/- for clearing 
jammed first locks may be furnished. 

This is Optional charge and none of the trade • 
has objected to this. We are given to 
understand that the rates charged by other 
CFS's for this work is ?2000/-. 

(ix). 

The proposal does not clarify whether the 
proposed weighment charges is optional at the 
request of the users for the service or 
compulsorily levied on all containers handled 
by CCTPL. 

CCTPL is creating a facility for Weighment of 
all the containers coming into the terminal. 
However this is purely optional and we do not 
expect much takers for this service unless 
made mandatory by Government Authorities 
and hence no income is considered in the 
proposal. 

(X). 

CCTPL has claimed that enbloc movement of 
containers have improved yard productivity. 
While justifying scaled down estimates of 
storage income, CCTPL has pointed out 
average dwell time of import boxes as 1.2 
days. In such a scenario, the reasons for 
reducing free period is not clear. CCTPL to 
furnish a detailed dwell time analysts and also 
to explain how the existing free period is 
detrimental in achieving the optimal yard 
capacity assessed. 

The terminal requires reduction in dwell time 
to optimally serve its customers. The current 
dwell time is to be taken as a bench mark for 
terminal performance and efficiencies. It is 
with this in view that the terminal requires to 
disincentives increased dwell of containers 
and therefore the request for reduction in free 
days. 


9.2. 


The other submissions made by CCTPL are furnished below: 


( 0 - 


CCTPL has made a thorough review of the earlier proposal in the light of the 
observations made by the Authority as well as the feedback received from the Trade. 




MM 1 • H 
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Consequently it is now proposed to increase all the tariff items by 13.77% as against 
an increase of 18% proposed earlier. The Trade had mentioned at the hearing that 
CCTPL is providing a 5 star facility-and that is one of the sample feedback about 
CCTPL service to the Trade. Even at this movement there are congestions at various 
Indian ports including the JNPT, where shipping lines have proposed for congestion 
surcharge, we in Chennai have been able to demonstrate an exemplary performance 
by way of GCR, Vessel turn around time and Truck Turn around time. 

(ii) . Based on the capacity worked out, We have considered a volume of 8,20,000 TEUs 

Per Annum for the current submission. Please refer to Authority’s order No 
TAMP/55/2008 dt.30 ,h December’2008, where in Para 2.1, the Authority has stated 
that “in order to encourage the Volume efficiency, the tariff fixation will be based on 
volumes equivalent to the standard Capacity of the terminal". The same has been 
confirmed by the Authority in Para 4 df me said order. 

(iii) . As per the minutes of meeting under! the chairmanship of minister shipping reference 

PR - 14019/6/2002-PG dated 14/09/2003, a decision has been taken in the case of 
CCTPL the offer of the second highest bidder should be accepted as cost of CCTPL 
for the purpose of arriving at the tariff. CCTPL was directed to send a proposal and 
their calculations on this basis. We hjave considered 27% of the revenue share which 
is the offer of the second highest bidder. 

(iv) . As per the provision of the Major Port Trust Act, the payment to the services rendered 

by us are to be paid by the customers before availing the services, however the 
clause 2.6 (1) (iv) of the Scale of Rateis of CCTPL mentions “The delay in payments by 
the users will be counted only 10 days after the date of raising the bills by the 
CCTPL This provision shall, however, not apply to the cases where payment is to be 
made before availing the services as stipulated in the Major Port Trusts Act and/or 
where payment of charges in advance is prescribed in this Scale of Rates i". This 
clause has been understood by the ■■ users of our services to mean a lOdays credit 
period, which is not the intention of the Authority. Hence, we request me Authority to 
delete this clause and replace the same with the following: 

“Payment is to be made before availing the services as stipulated in the Major 
Port Trust Act and the delay in payments by the users will be counted from 
the date of raising the bills by the CCTPL * 

(v) . Para 2.13 of the TAMP notification! G No.39 dt.31* March'2005, which reads as 

follows: 

"2. 13. The actual physical and financial performance will be reviewed at the 
end of the prescribed tariff Validity period with reference to the projections 
relied upon at time of fixing the prevailing tariff. If performance variation of 
more than + or - 20% is observed as compared to the projections, tariff will be 
adjusted prospectively. While doing so 50 % of the benefit / loss already 
accrued will be set off while revising the tarifT 

TAMP order G No.89 Dt. 18 th April ‘2007 para 14. (vi), reads as follows: 

“The CCTPL has considered 12.5% Oontainer traffic growth for the year 2007 over the 
preceding year 2006. In that case, considering the actual traffic of 2006 at 829307 
TEUs handled by CCTPL, the traffic for 2007 works out to 932970 TEUs. However, 
keeping in view the designed capacity of 914033 TEUs lor the year 2007, the traffic 
estimate of 914952 TEUs made by CCTPL for the year 2007 is considered. 
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The traffic estimates for the years 2008 and 2009 are lower than the estimated traffic 
for the year 2007. The reduction for the years 2008 and 2009 is based on the impact 
of the reported commissioning of the 2nd container terminal at CHPT in the year 
2008. The operator has repeatedly maintained that fixation of tariff without considering 
the anticipated volume decrease would be prejudicial to its tariff proposal. Since the 
2nd container terminal operator has already been issued with Letter of Intent in 
November 2006, as confirmed by CHPT, there is a case to factor effect of the 2nd 
container terminal while estimating the traffic of CCTPL. It is relevant here to mention 
that CHPT has also indirectly endorsed the position maintained by the operator and 
recommended acceptance of traffic projections made by CCTPL. 

CCTPL maintains that the 2nd terminal would commence operations even from 
January 2008, though it has considered the effect of commencement of operations by 
the 2nd h rminal from 1 July 2008 in its traffic estimation for the year 2008. Since the 
2nd terminal operator has to complete the construction within 18 months from March 
2007, as stated by the CHPT, it may be reasonable, to reckon with the impact of the 
commissioning of 2nd terminal from the last quarter of the year 2008 instead of July 
2008 on the traffic estimate made by CCTPL for the year 2008. 

CCTPL has estimated its container traffic for the year 2008 at 865,521 TEUs. On the 
basis of 12% market share of the second container terminal out of the total volume of 
10,29,321 TEUs at CHPT, CCTPL has estimated 1,20,000 TEUs to be handled by the 
second operator for a period of six months from July 2008. Since the second operator 
may commence operations in the last quarter of 2008, CCTPL may handle 60,000 
TEUs in addition to its estimated traffic of 865,521 TEUs. Thus, 9,25,521 TEUs are 
considered as the traffic at CCTPL for 2008. 

The estimated traffic of 7,49,346 TEUs for the year 2009 reported by CCTPL is relied 
upon duly recognising the impact of the anticipated commencement of the 2nd 
container terminal. However, if any undue advantage is found to have accrued to the 
terminal operator due to wrong estimation, the additional surplus so earned will be 
adjusted fully". 

From the above the Authority may know that the date of commencement of the 2 nd 
terminal as stated by CCT was not an estimate but an Actual based on the facts 
available at that time. The Authority’s order states that CHPT has also endorsed the 
position of CCTPL. The Authority itself after the representation from CHPT has found, 
it may be reasonable, to reckon with the impact of the commissioning of 2nd terminal 
from the last quarter of the year 2008 instead of July 2008 on the traffic estimate 
made by CCTPL for the year 2008. 

Further the Authority states that “ However ; if any undue advantage is found to have 
accrued to the terminal operator due to wrong estimation, the additional surplus so 
earned will be adjusted fully. 

The actual position was that the 2nd terminal started in June’2009. We understand 
that there were technical problems and also an accident involving a QC immediately 
on commencement of the operations. If everything would have gone as per the 
schedules indicated earlier CCT’s estimations would have infact happened. 

Since there was no wrong estimation by CCTPL as stated above, the Authority should 
not adjust 100% of the Past Profits. 

Further the Authority has stated in Para 14 (x): 

“if continuance of the existing tariff during the tariff cycle of 2007 to 2009 or the 
revised tariff, if any, for the year 2009 is found to have allowed the Operator to earn 
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additional surplus due to any wrong estimation, such surplus will be adjusted fully in 
the next cycle” * I 

" j •. 

A reading of the above along with the earlier para only confirms that the adjustment of 
100% if any has to be only for the yepr 2009 and cannot be for the years 2007 and 

2008. i ' 

In view of the above, a maximum of 50% only of the past profits can be considered for 
the adjustments. i 

t ' *. 

(vi). During the period 2007 to 2010, we have received duty free Scrip from the Director 
General of Foreign Trade for a value of 736.33 crores. The value of this scrip is usable 
in lieu of the duty liabilities on the import of equipments, Spares and Consumables. 
We have utilized the scrip to discharge the duty liability for procurement of the RTGs 
and QCs for a value of 727.10 crores. While it has been accounted as an income in 
the P & L Account, it is by no means * revenue receipt. The value of duty utilized for 
procurement of capital items will infant be added to the capitalization of the Assets. 
There by increasing the cost of Asset |as against the normal procurement. While it is 
purely an accountant’s way of expressing the benefit of the scrip and the 
corresponding accounting, we do not want to display a higher capital employed 
because of this adjustments. On the Other hand, considering that as revenue in our 
projections is also not correct. Hence we have removed the impact of the SFIS scrip 
in our submissions and the same has been explained with a clear working sheet. 

9.3. The CHPT was also requested to furnish its specific comments with reference to the 

points contained in the CCTPL’s general revision proposal. The CHPT has furnished its specific 
comments. The specific points referred to the CHPT and reply of the CHPT thereon are tabulated 
below: _____ 


SI. No. 

Specific comments raised by us 

Reply of CHPT 

(i)- 

Capacity of the terminal assessed at 

11.77 lakh TEUs each for the years 
2007 to 2012. 

The CHiPT has no specific remarks to offer. 

| 

Container traffic estimated by 
CCTPL at 7.80 lakh TEUs, 8.20 lakh 
TEUs and 8.50 lakh TEUs each for 
the years 2010 to 2012 respectively 
and the reasons adduced by CCTPL 
for reduction in traffic in the next 3 
years. 

CCTPL; has projected reduced container traffic for the 
years 2010 to 2012 and has attributed the reason for 
reduction on account of the competition from the 
CCTPL, vtfiich seems to be in order. 

' 

I 

Actual additions to the Gross block of 
assets to the tune of 7113.91 crores 
during the year 2009 and the 
proposed additions to the tune of 
733.08 crores, 734.46 crores and 
711.87 crores each for the years 
2010 to 2012 respectively. 

The detail* of the additions to the Gross block have 
been furnished by the CCTPL in fbrm-4B of its 
proposal. The same has been perused and it is found 
that the proposals of addition with regard to purchase 
of new* equipments such as RTG, reach stacker etc., 

* seen* to be in order. However, CHPT has no specific 
remarks to offer on the investment to be made by 
CCTPlj with regard to Network and other 
communication equipments (both hardware and 
software). 

(iv). 

Purchase of 2 quay cranes 
amounting to 7113.22 crores in the 
year 2009, proposed procurement of 
2 RTG’s during the year 2010, the 
proposed replacement of one each 
RTG during the years 2011 and 2012 
and the proposed refurbishment of 
yard amounting to 721 crores in the 
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(v). 


year 2011. 


Estimated Lease rentals payable by 
CCTPL to CHPT may be verified and 
confirmed. The present status of the 
dispute between CHPT and CCTPL 
in this regard may be intimated. 


The statement showing the details of lease rentals 
payable by the CCTPL as per agreement and the 
payment made by the CCTPL as per the orders of the 
Madras High Court is furnished. 

[As per statement furnished by CHPT, the lease 
amount payable as per licence agreement and the 
lease amount paid/ payable by CCTPL as per Hon’ble 
High Court order given below; 

(t in lakhs) 


si. 

No 


Wharf 


285 Meter wtiart 
(40, 190 se. mtrT 
(lease years 1ST 
(August to 18 
August) 


600 mb', Wharf 
(2.10,500 sq. 
(mtrs) (Lease year 
1" December to 
30 November) 


Period 


[August 02-03 tcf 
August 12-13 ' 


Lease 
amount 
payable as 
per LA with 
5% annual 
escalation 


2604.26 


December 
01-02 to 
December 
12-13 


15282.55 


Lease amount paid] 
l payable as per 
the High Court 
Order at ?1 per Sq. 
Mtrs. With 30% 
escalation after 
every 5 years. 


5.30 


31.32 


•- - —----- i... i _I 

As regards the present status of the dispute between 
CHPT and CCTPL on lease rental, the remarks are 
furnished as under. 

In the Arbitral dispute in respect of payment of royalty 
charges by the CCTPL towards land upfront premium, 
lease rent and escalation, the Arbitral Tribunal passed 
the award dated 8.3.2006 rejecting the claim of the 
CHPT and allowed the counter claim of the CCTPL to 
the extent of ^33.77 Crores with interest @ 9 % from 
28.2.2005 onwards towards future dues from the 
CCTPL till the date of adjustment against the dues 
payable by them. As per the Award, the Licensee the 
CCTPL shall only pay ?1/- per sq. mtr. Per annum 
towards the licensee fee with retrospective effect from 
30.11.2001 onwards for the entire license period of 30 
years ending 29.11.2030. 

Aggrieved by the above Arbitral award, the port 
appealed before the Hon’ble High Court of Madras. 
The High Court by its order dated 9.6.2008, dismissed 
the claim of the port and confirmed the award of the 
Hon'ble Arbitral Tribunal. As such, the port has 
challenged the Single Judge order before the Hon’ble 
Division of Madras High Court and the matter is yet to 
be listed for hearing and is pending before the Hon’ble 
High Court. 


limine Th A n!?V n i heann9 J n thlS Case was held on 29 June 2010 at the Chennai Port Trust 
nrn^! f'AfT^ e CC 7u PL revised ,ts P ro P osal and made a power point presentation of its revised 
proposal. At the joint hearing, the CCTPL and the user organizations made their submissions 
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10 2 Ac riBririBd at the joint hearing, the CHuff was requested to fumishspeafic comment 

Bench the CCTPL has estimated the lease rentals payajbla in the future years as per the 

nf th P CHPT It was confirmed by both CCTPL and CHPT *ha‘ «» Division Bench has not stayed the 

^of^SfanT^e Bench of the 

requested to furnish a detailed note on the lease rentejpeyable by ttie CCTPL, /n^a/ra.bnngg 
the lease rentals to be paid by CCTPL for the past pern* as weH “ 

orders of the Madras High Court. The lease rental payable by the CCTPL as per the la nas 
furnished by the CHPT, is as follows: ] 

CCTPL tease rental calculations towards 285 metres of wharf ^ 



Period Rato In 5% 
^ Incr 


02-03 3800 


03-04 3800 


3990 


4190 


06-07 | 4400 


4620 


08-09 I 4851 


09-10 5094 


10-11 5349 


5616 
ig 12-13 I 5897“ 



Rato after 
Increase 

In? 

Sq. mt 

Month 

3800 

40190 

12 

3990 

40190 

12 

4190 

40190 

12 

4400 

40190 

12 

4620 

40190 

12 

4861 

j 

40190 “1 

12 

5094 

40190 

12 

5349 

40190 

12 

5616 

40190 

12 

5897 

40190 

12 

6192 

40190 

12 





IflUHM amt Rate In ¥(3 

j ifca as per mc alter av 


as par High 
Court Orderly 
? 




7 > 

1.3 

40190 

52247 

8 

1.3 

40190 

IIKM 

9 

1.3 

40190 

52247 

10 

1.3 

40190 

imm 

11 

1.69 

IBial 

679Z1 




5301M 



CCTPL lease rental calculations t< 


Years 1 Period 



oc 03-04 


ec 04-05 


c 05-06 


ec 06-07 


ec 07-08 


ec 08-09 


09-10 


1611 


eg-11-12 


ne 12-13 


Rate in 
? 

5% 

increase 

Rate 

after 

increase 

in? 

3800 

* 

3800 

3800 

190 

3990 

3990 

200 

4190 

4190 

210 

4400 

4400 

220 

4620 

4620 

231 

4851 


243 

5094 

5094 

255 

5349 

5349 

267 

5616 

5616 

281 

5897 

6897 

295 

6192 

6192 

310 

6502 


Sq. mt. Month Par 
100 


210500 12 


210500 12 


210500 12 


210500 J 12 


210500 


210500 12 


210500 12 


210500 12 


210600 | 12 


210500 


210500 12 


210500 12 


i wards 600 metres of wharf 

I Lease amL I Yean I Rato in ? I Sq. mt- 


tfue. ** P» 
-sijjpto- In 


(30% nc 
after every 
5 year* 


210500 210500 

- 210500" 



355745 





H I The CCTPL under cover of its lettei 

filed by it in November 2009. In the submissions ma 


(&ted 26 July 2010 revised its proposal earlier 
Je by CCTPL in its letter dated 26 July 2010, the 
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proposal of July ° f "* 0ri9ina ' Prop0Sa ' ° f N ° Vember 2009 and ^ 


1 

Particulars 

As given by CCTPL In original 
proposal filed In November 2009 

As given by CCTPL in its revised 
proposal filed in July 2010 



On Calender year basis 

On Financial year basis 




2011 

2012 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

1. 

o 

r raffle (in TEUs) 

780000 

! 820000 

850000 

82 0000 

820000 

820000 

4. 

Operating Income at existing 
evel of tariff (? In lakhs) 

21130 

22155 

22924 

21835 

21835 

21835 

MW 

Net Deficit^) (T in lakhs) 

■a 

-6628 

-6402 

-3635 

-4900 

-4684 

■ 

Adjustment of 50% of surplus ol 
2007-09 (? in lakhs) 

1794 

1794 

1794 

2215 

2215 

2215 

£ 

Met adjusted surplus / deficit in 
akhs) 

-4054 

-4834 

-4608 

-1420 

-2686 

-2469 


Met Deficit^) as % of operating 
ncome 

-19% 

-22% 

-20% 


-12% 

-11% 

H; 

Werage net surplus / deficit as a 
ercentage of operating income 

-20.33% 


-10.04% 



comments. The^mm^ ^ «" their 

has not furnished its comments. TOrwaroed t0 the CCTPL as feedback information. The CCTPL 


revised proposal^by^ clarification arising out of the 

sought by us earlier The (Ttpi hac ro ^ 0 additional information / clarification 

res|wnse of CCTPUs tabulateiIbelow S P ° n<,ed ’° 0Ur “ * Que " es raised us and 


SI. 

No. 

i 

Our queries 

Reply of CCTPL 

i. 

The Cost statement forming part of the 
revised proposal filed by CCTPL reflects an 
average deficit of around 10% for a period of 
three years viz. 2010-11 to 2012-13. The 
reason for seeking an increase of 13.77% in 
all the tariff items may be clarified. 

It is true that the Cost statement indicates an 
average deficit of 10% before the Tariff increase 
proposal. However, the second highest royalty 
being 27% of Revenue is pass through, and the 
impact of this cost on the tariff increase has to 
be considered while fixing the new tariff. The 
average deficit has become 0 after 
incorporating the 13.77 % rate increase. We 
are also indicating the following formula which 
explains this clearly: 

Deficit before Tariff Increase (i.e. 10%) • 10.00 

Royalty Impact on the above (10 * 27%) = 2.70 

Royalty Impact on the above (2.7 *27%) = 0.73 

Impact due to Technical Service Fee * 0 34 












































The CCTPL was to update/ revise the 
estimates for the subsequent years 2010-11 
to 2012-13 in the light of the actual traffic and 
financial/ cost details for the year 2009-10. 
The updated cost statement for the years 
2010-11 to 2012-13 furnished by CCTPL are 
not found to be in line with the request made 
by us. The CCTPL to update and furnish the 
revised cost statement for the year 2010 - 1 1 to 
2012-13 based on the actual traffic and 
financial/ cost details for the year 2009-10. 


Capacity : 

The CCTPL was requested earlier, vide ajir: 
letter dated 22 June 2010, interalia, to ftirniteh. 
the reason for adopting different ground $l0ts 
to arrive at the total ground slots of 3960 
considered by it in the yard capatfta 
estimation in its original proposal it gj 


24" November oasea on 
(volumes for (he years 2010-11 to 2012-13. 
[However after perusing the various TAM p 
orders passed by the Authority, it has been 
found that TAMP has adopted the practice of 
fixing tariff as per the capacity. 

Extract from No: TAMP/14/2008 - NS1CT 
September 2008: Page No: 26 Paragraph 13 
are quoted 

Further excerpts of the Authority’s order in the 
case of NSICT Vide the Authority’s order 
Reference TAMP/55/2008 ” NSi £T 0rder 
Passed on 30 th Day of December 2008 Para 
No: 5 in Page 3 was quoted^ 

Other than the above, orders passed by the 
Authority in the case of PSA SiCAL Tuticonn (G 
No 214 dt.30* December'2008, GTI (G No,.71 
at 16* March’2010), Mangalore Port (G. No. 29 
eft 19 th January ’2009 and JNPT, the Authority 
has further refined the manner and method of 
calculation of optimal capacity. £*5 
Specified as per clause 2.9.10 of the 2005 
guidelines. 

2005 

Return allowed will be linked to the utilisation 
tector of the capacity of the portrterrmnalas 
assessed by them considering the berth length 
and other facilities / equipments provided, fn 
fine with the Government policy of ports 
maintaining spare capacity to avoid congestion 
and timely development Of additional facilities, 
maximum^permissible Return willbe allowedfor 
capacity utilisation of 60% and above. When the 
capacity utilisation is found to be in the region of 
50% to 60%, a decision on pro-rata reduction in 
the maximum permissible return to be allowed 
will be decided on case to case basis after 
analysing the factors leading to capacity under 
utilisation. The method of determining designed 
capacity of ports will be standardized. 

In line with the requirement of this guide line 
and past TAMP orders we have reworked and 
submitted the revised calculations vide our 
letter dated 26* July'2010, in response to 
TAMP’srequirement. .. \ ■-„/ 

We confirm that we nave not considerea aaou 
ground slots in the yard capacity e^matioa 
While we confirm the actual ^ 

only 3960, we have considered 4171 ground 
slots as per the norms adopted by the A^jj 0 ^ 
through its various orders and calculated the 
capacity accordingly. The same has been 
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rNovember 2009. However, the CCTPL has 
not furnished the reasons for adopting 
different ground slots to arrive at the total 
~sont° f3960 The CCTPL to furnish 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


Operati ng Income : " -- 

3 f K F ? r T 28 (,ncome Projections) of 
flf Prescribed formats for tariff proposal 
adopted by the Authority requires the operator 
detai,ed computation of income 

rrTD? ferenC ? t0 the estimated traffic. The 
.V" "? lts re P'y h as stated to have 
provided the workings. It seems that CCTPL 
is drawing reference to Form - 2B, which 
reflects only the income from each category of 

rnrnn"+ e + ,S and does not fu mish the detailed 
™* ,on ° f ,ncome ' The CCTPL to furnish 
detailed computation of income with reference 
to the updated estimated traffic at CCTPL's 

ZTVT. ° f Ra,es and » he Proposed 

Scale of Rates for all the years under 
consideration separately for container 
handling and storage without the impact of 
volume discount scheme. 


clarified in our letter dated 26 lh July 2010.- 

Though we have indicated that our yard 
capacity based on the actual ground slots 
available (3960 Slots) is 7,78,292 TEUs we 
have considered a volume of 8,20,000 TEUs 
as the capacity based on the norms and done 
aU workings in our Tariff application based on 
the same. Hence we confirm that 3960 is not 
considered for our workings. 

on thp uoi 35 ! n0t ® that ,he same is based 
on the Volumes based on capacity as explained 

[ in our response 2 above. 

[The said statement provides only income 
esbmation for various activities for the year 
' 1 , 0 2 0 12 -13 at the existing and 
proposed levy of tariff. It does not contain the 
detailed computation of income as requested by 

h ®_ ’ has s . tated that the income estimation is 
based on volumes at standard capacity). 


]ii). The Exchange rate considered by CCTPL cCIL ——:--—-—_—_ 

in the estimation of the income for the years noT. haS been consider ed at ^44.94 
2010-11 to 2012-13 may be furnished. oer usn h-.^ ~ -- - 


Operating Cost : — 

Operating and Direct I abour -“ 

"(a). Ine mistake in the calculation of‘ 

of P emnS ,ab0Ur w COSt (product of th ® number 
of employees and average cost per employee 

d ° e ® " ot . match with the amount furnished y by 
ltS cost state ment) for the years 
2008-09 and 2009-10, stated to have been 
reified by CCTPL, is not rectified in the Form 

"(0). The CCTPL has considered an increase^ 
_ gf around 44% in the average cost per 


per USD based on the Reserve Bank of India 

Rate on 31 March'2010. We have considered 

onThl 01 ™ r 3te f ° r the pro i ection period based 

Pari h in e r' , f-c rder ,n the case of CCT Refer 
Para 10 (m) Since estimates for 3 years are 

■* ' S expected short tom 
fluctuations in exchange rate may get evened 

out over the period of 3 years. In any case the 
actual income realized by the CCTPL durina the 
current tariff validity pehod including on account 

tariff wilt be ^"ed 
° f the next tariff revision in 
terms of Clause 2.13 of the guidelines" 


3 years. The last settlement has already been 
over in April '10 and the negotiation for the 
current settlement (i,e. from May’10 to April’ 13 ) 
is under progress. CCTPL had to give an 

Salav Se anri ap 5 r0xima * ely 53 % origin the 

exdudin„ ml ■ Ann ? al bonus bbmponents 
excluding the incentives. As a documentary 

ZTT , CCTPL ? as ,urnishad a sam ple pay 
Slips of few employees and also a working 
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employee for me year 2 °°^ u “ ^"tSe 
to the year 2008-09. As statedby CCTPL^, 
increase will be 6n accounts WpaMe »» j 
settlement. The CCTPU to , . 
documentary evidence to support tie 
increase of*around 44% in the average ejrst 
per employee. 


sheet to support the increase » ^ 

■ I ... __» A that we have encioseo ine 

documentary evidence of the last tripa^® 

agreement wherein mis increaw wn^ seen 

in oaae no. 3 of me document with a title wage 
increase over air. A Copy of the tripartite 

agreement Is attached. Il^^iThaL taken 
and also the high inflation which has taken 

nlace in me last three years we have 
Sd a consen/ative estim*e of around 
44% towards mis. We request mat 
submissions be considered as It is. 

Employee Count and Cost detai ls fo r 2007, 

__— JL_i 4 n aro Ate niven belOW 


HMd Count 2007 

2008-06 

2009-10 

Operators 1» 

t83 

in 

Supervisors 78 

83 

B4 

MMepemsatStMMi 


12 

CMtmtNRIUM) 



Operators 428 

575 

464 

Supervisors 161' 

295 

280 

MMwgatlterS 8toff153 

133 

129 


Maintenan ce Labour 

Similariy, the mistake in tIhe ***%»« 
maintenance labour cost £ 

number of employees and aw^cottper 
employee does not match wth th 
furnished by CCTPL in its cost statement) tor 
the years 2008-09 and 2009 - 10 , sta|d to 
have been rectified by CCTPL, is not reptifie 
in the Form -t 3B. 


We confirm mat the above ^rre^ -- 
been incorporated in Form 3B, m the current 

submission __- 

'Employee Count and Cost detailsfor zour, 
2008-Mand 2009-10 are as given below 


2007 


2000-06 2009-10 


87 


Fguinment ginning cost 


(a) Power Cost : 


(i). The CCTPL has justified thein 
the power consumption per Ttu 
ground that 2 additional quay cranefe 
been added to the total pool of equfc 
and also that CCTPL estimates to 
more Reefer volumes. ww ’ refe ' e IS 
additional quay cranes, ;fte CCTf 
confirmed that the new Quay cranes 
replacement of the existing cranes 
giirh the number of total e grapfflgffe 


in 

pn me 
have 


90 

10 


HMd Count 
Service Men 
Supervisors 
Menegemert Stefl 15 

Cost in tWR (U*h) 

Service Men 8 2 

Supervisors 223 318 

Management SWf 135 152 

We confirm that the above corrections have 
been incorporated in Form 3B, in the current 
submission 


0 

87 

IS 

0 

251 

134 


tp the 
L has 
are in 
Ml as 
riot 


The variable power consumption is pf two pans, 
one relating to QC and the other retatng to tto 
Reefers. In order to explain this better w e have 
now incorporated the breakup of QC & Reeftk 
in our workings Please refer to form 3B. wnue 
the QC consumption per TEU is ^^ unifo ISy 
toe consumption of Reefer per Reefer ‘ T ^ 
^rie^Sth respect to the ^ **™*** 

temperatures at which to be W * 

haveobseFved an average conW 

of 200 per Reefer-TEN ih this' 

151 per Reefer-TEU in 2009-10, Based on mte, 
trend we haVe^M idered an averege\| 
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Wns n«W. I 01 . , ® 0unns P* ReSeMiU i& the lutwe 

ssr ” - - -- - 2~ S'rsi 

5s5r*--'asia; 
sJ^svsrss,?,,^ 

ct less, as per its revised proposal a* 
compared to the actual Reefer volume! 

iustifiMh ' n - * he PaSl Therefore . the CCTPL to 
J stify th e increase in the power consumption. 

eteSrirtT J the ' ncrease the unit rate of 
electncty considered by CCTPL in the 

estimation of power cost. 


eWtenoI^ has n0# ,urnished documentary 
evidence to support the fixed electridtv 

CCTP? S . P n ld/ - payable by CCTPL. The 
evidence * 0 k™* ^ requisi,e docum entary 


lXW! y BOard P^“ n 0i O 082 a 0 T! 

furni^d' and through TNEB’s Web site is 

consumption pattern) historical 

ChPT ( nnr fixed . demand charges charged by 
Authority is atechlT by ,he 

C) Demand charges are attached: 


No. of KVA 

-2565 

Rate per KVA 

- ?300/- per KVA 

Fixed Demand (2565 *300) 

- ?7,69,500/- 

Add : Meter Rent (2*1200) 

- f 2400/- 

Add 5% Electricity Tax on 

38,595/- 

Total Fixed Demand pm 

* ?8,10,495/- 

Total Fixed Demand pa 
(for the FY 2010-11) 

- ?97,25,940/- 


^gpairs & Mainten ance Cn«sT 


estimator ! 710 fUmlSh detai,ed worl <ing for the 
estimated repairs and maintenance cost of 

the U 'yea e rs tS u ^i e ' eCtn “' installa «°ns for all 
e years under consideration, the CCTPL 

has just furnished the list of Major Spares 

Repilaoemant for the years 2010-11 to 2012 

13. Also the list is with respect to the spies' 

L* p ac ® men ' t0 ,he ‘bne of ?i 97,43 lakhs, 
AilLjijaj<hs_and ?265.40 lakhs as an a in ., 


The charges for the subsequent vparc hoc k 


Repairs & maintenance cost cannot ho 
axurate |y estimated and more so when the 
machrnes are getting older and okfer h! 
maintenance costs are likely to go up Based 

mainit PaSl 3 years we have observed that the 
maintenance costs are around 1 7% n f tho 

Equi p ment costs. While the fact remains that 
the expenses are likely to go up we have takpn 
a conservative estimate of 


I'm hi—4] 





the estimated Repairs and maintenance cos* 
of ^550 lakhs, ^605 lakhs and ^665 lakhs for 
the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 respectively. 
The CCTPL to furnish a detailed working to 
arrive at the estimates of Repairs and 
Maintenance Cost for all the years under 
consideration. 




(a) . In the workings furnished by CCTPL for: 
Efficiency gains incase of Power and Fuel; 
Cost, the CCTPL has simply divided the entire j 
variable cost with the traffic, without factoring j 
the consumption of resources and the rate per; 
unit of resources. The efficiency on the part ofj 
.CCTPL can be recognized only if the cost! 
reduction has arisen on account of reduction! 
in the consumption of resources, as was, 
determined during the last general revision of] 
CCTPL The CCTPL to rework its efficiency; 
gains workings. 

(b) . In the workings furnished by CCTPL fori 

Efficiency gains incase of ITV hire, the 
relevance of considering the power cost is not 
clear. : 


(c). The CCTPL has considered insurance 
cost as an item in the Efficiency gain 
calculation. The CCTPL to establish how thq 
efficiency of CCTPL has an impact on the 
insurance cost. Further, the relevance of 
considering power cost in v the calculation is 
not clear. 




The CCTPL was to furnish documentary 
evidence in support of the equipments takei 
on hire. The CCTPL has furnished copies q : 
documents in respect of hire of forklift and 
YMV. Documentary evidence in support df 
hire of ITV, has not been furnished, 


Lease rentals : i t 

The CCTPL to furnish me fease rentyfe 
payable by it to CHPT calculated as pef m$ 
Arbitration Award for the past period from the 
date of effect of Arbitration Award as well ap 
for the 3 years from 2010-11 to 2012-1 
supported by workings. || 


same percentage of expense* to the Asset 
opsts. We also request the Authority to refer to 
Ihe normative norms for this category of 
expenses, which is fixed as 7% of cost of all 
mechanical and electrical equipments. However 
we have also provided list of major items. We 
request TAMP to consider the numbers as 
Submitted by us. 


respect to the power cost the amount 
indicated is the total cost of power consumed in 
the Terminal for the respective years. Please 
note that the electricity tariffs have remained 
Same during the period Jan'07 - Mar’IO and 
hence the savings in cost truly represents the 
savings due to efficiency. However we are 
providing the breakup of Fixed and Variable 
electricity cost. Fixed and Variable Unit 
Workings are furnished. 




The word power cost is a typographical error, 
and it should be replaced with ITV hire. We 
apologize for the same. 


The Insurance cost is based on the value of the 
assets and also the claim pattern of the insured. 
By implementing safe work process and with 
proper maintenance of the machines we were 
able to bring in the efficiency in this area and 
thereby able to reduce the Insurance cost Year 
Over Year in-spite of the additional investment. 
The words “power cost" may be read as 
“Insurance cost" and we apologize for the 
typographical error. 


Documentary evidence in support of hire of ITV 
is attached. The per TEU rate for ITV hire 
■ being paid to the contractors is ^85. 

[The agreement is valid for a period of 3 years 
from 1 July 2008 to 30 June 2011] 


Lease Rentals Working hps been furnished. As 
Ijhe Authority is aware, the arbitration award has 
been challenged by CHPT and matter is under 
1 appeal before me Madras High Court. Since 
'the matter is subjudice, we would request 
f Authority to consider the amounts as indicated 
in our submission. In the event of CCTPL 
getting the final judgment in its favour, the entire 
amount may be adjusted at that point of time. 
Any interim adjustment made now will 
jeopardize our position as we may not be in a 
position to realize the same due to changing 
market conditions as welt as, it would put the 








(a). The value of gross block of fixed assets at 
the beginning of the year 1 April 2009 
amounting to ^49376 lakhs in the revised 
Form - 4A, does not match with fixed assets 
scheduie forming part of annual accounts of 
tpl for the financial year ending 31 March 
2009, which shows a balance of ^50105 
lakhs. The difference may be reconciled and a 

SmTshed ViSed 9r0Uplng of the assets ma y be 


uouc severe strain at a later date in case the 
judgment is not in favour of CCT. 


[The lease rent payable for past period and for 
further period as per Arbitration Award is 
tabulated below as given by CCTPL 

Lease rent payable as per Arbitration Award for 
past period 


Stage 1 
assets (600 
m berth) 


assets (28$ 

maddl. 

Berth) 


Period 

From 

To 

30.11 01 

31.3.10 

18.8.02 

31 3,10 


i 

No. 

of 

J years 

No. of 
months 

Amount 

payable 

9 

4 

1.968.333 

7 

7 

334,777 


Lease rent payable as per Arbitration Award for 
future period 


Stage II 

assets (8001 
m berth) | 


Depreciation 7 “ ——— 

CCTPL was to furnish detailed workings for 
the estimated depreciation for all the years 
under consideration bearing in mind clause 

the revised tariff guidelines. The 
OCTPL was also to furnish the rates of 
depreciation adopted by it giving reference to 
the provisions of Companies Act or provisions 
of concession agreement as the case may be. 
In reply, the CCTPL has only furnished the list 
of assets estimated to be added to the Gross I 
5™ of Assets during the years 2010-11 to 
details 3 The CCTPL to furnish the requisite 

Capital e mployed : ~~ -- 

Fixed Assets - -- 


assets (285 
m addl 
Berth) 


—-—:—- | 


Amount 
paid by 
CCTPL 

No. 

of 

years 

No. of 
months 

Amount 

payable 

From 

To 

3q r ml. 





31,3.13 

211,000 

3 

0 

633,000 


31.3.13 

40.190 

3 

0 

_ 120.571 

-—--H 


Detailed working for the estimated depreciation 
for all the years along with rates of depreciation 
adopted is furnished. We confirm that we have 
considered the rates of depreciation as 
prescribed by the companies Act which is as 
per the clause 2.7.1 of the guidelines, 


Rease refer to thTp^Ton SFIS Scrip in our 7 
submission dated 26 ,h Juy'10; we have 
removed the impact of SFIS scrip in the 
Capitalization as indicated therein. The position 
is reconciled as given below: 


Particulars 

As of Mar’OS 

As of Mar’IO 

Gross Block as per 
Annual Accounts 

50,105 

60,961 

Less : SFIS impact 
removed 

729 

2,710 

Gross Block as per Form 
4A 

49,376 

58,251 


l«M< »i(fJ 
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(b). To a query requesting CCTPL to furnish 
documentary proof in support of the actual 
additions made by CCTPL to its gross block 
of assets during the year 2009-10, the CCTPL 
has just furnished a statement showing the 
capital cost and the other associated costs 
with reference to the purchase of 2 Quay 
Cranes amounting to ^9304 lakhs. The 
CCTPL to furnish documentary proof In 
support of ^9402 lakhs during the year 2009- 
10 . 


documentary proof in support of Actual 
additions - 2009-10 have been furnished. 


(c). With reference to the CCTPL replacing its 
existing quay cranes with two new quay 
cranes, ' the CCTPL to furnish the actual 
number of Quay cranes, Rail mounted Gantry 
Crane, Rubber tyre gantry crane, and all other 
equipments being used at its terminal. The 
CCTPL to furnish the gross value of each type 
of equipment as considered in the Closing 
Gross Block of Plant and Machinery in the 
Annual Accounts for the year ending 31 
March 2010 for perusal. 


(d). CCTPL has already acquired two new 
quay cranes in replacement of the existing 
quay cranes in the year 2009-10. However, 
the CCTPL proposes to dispose the existing 
cranes only during the years 2010-11 and 
2011-12 respectively. CCTPL has reported 
that it has excluded the value of the cranes to 
be replaced, in the calculation of Capital 
Employed. It is not clear as to in which year 
the Written Down Value (WDV) of replaced 
quay cranes is excluded. The CCTPL to 
exclude the WDV of the replaced quay cranes 
from the capital employed relating to the year 
2009-10 itself. It also to exclude the 
corresponding cost relating to operating the 
replaced quay cranes from the time of 
replacement of the said quay cranes. The 
cost statement may be modified suitably. The 
CCTPL also to estimate the profit/ loss on the 
disposal of the said two quay cranes and 
account such profit/ loss suitably in the Cost 
statement. 


tyist of Plant & Machinery with QTY and Value 
for the year ending 31-03-2010 is furnished. 

[The list shows the gross block of plant & 
machinery at ^39564.11 lakhs as on 31.3.2010] 


Depreciation workings are furnished. In the 
seme working please refer to para “Deletion 
during the year", you will find that 1QC had 
been excluded in the year 2010-11 and the 
other QC during 2011-12. Please note that we 
have considered a realistic assumption of 
disposing of these cranes during the years 
2010*11 and 2011-12. While we do not expect 
ahy profit or loss in respect of QC disposed of 
dijtring 2010-11, we have considered a profit of 
^t0 Lakh for 2011-12. 


Particulars 

QC 1 

WDV as on 31-03-2010 

61.12 lacs 

Expected Realisation 

61 lacs 

Profit (Loss) on sale of Asset 

} 

No profit/Gain 

i - . 

Particulars 

QC 2 

ifDV as on 31-03-2011 

No Value 

Expected Realisation 

—4- 

70 lacs 

Profit (Loss) on sale of Asset 

70 Lacs 


W0 have not considered any maintenance 
expenditure. 


(e). CCTPL to intimate the status of action 
initiated to procure the Capital assets during 
the year 2010-11 amounting to T1558 lakhs. 
Documentary support to show the action 
taken towards these capital additions may be 
furnished. • 


Most of the items indicated for procurement is 
under pipeline and we have attached the 
qubtations for most of the items in the list. 
Others are in the pipeline of enquires. 

(Spme of the Quotations furnished by CCTPL 
are seen to be in respect of its group concerns. 
The CCTPL vide its email have confirmed that 
the Quotations obtained for the Group 


1Q13 Gl/2011—14 
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Concerns may be considered as supporting for 
the estimates of CCTPL also.) 


For the reasons stated at paragraph no. 
10(v)(iii) of Order dated 19 June 2008 passed 
by this Authority disposing of the review 
application filed by CCTPL, this Authority may 
not be in a position to consider Sundry 
Debtors at 7 days turnover, as requested by 
CCTPL. 


The business dynamics have now changed and 
many of the shipping lines are holding 
continuous debit balances. In case of many of 
the customers we receive the payment only 
after 10 days after the presentation of the 
invoices. The position of debtors as at 31 
March '2010 was as follows. 



As at 
March 

31, 2010 

As at 

March 31, 
2009 

Sundry Debtors 

? ‘000 

X '000 

Unsecured, considered good 



Debts outstanding for a period 
exceeding six months 

124 


Other debts 

33,099 

10,930 


33,223 

10,930 


From the submissions made by CCTPL, it 
appears that CCTPL has considered eligible 
MAT Credits, Advance Tax, CENVAT Credit 
for the purpose of determining Pre-payments 
as part of Working Capital. In this connection, 
as mentioned at paragraph no. 10(v)(iv) of 
Order dated 19 June 2008 passed by this 
Authority disposing of the review application 
filed by CCTPL, pre-payments were allowed 
to the limited extent of covering payments 
arising out of the obligations under the 
Licence Agreement. 


Scale of Rates 
Inspite of a qu* 


in this regard, the CCTPL 


While the revenue Year over Year has not 
significantly changed, the debtors balance has 
now become 3 times of the last year scenario. 
In the context of the revised changes in the 
business environment, we submit to the 
Authority to accept our submission of 7 days for 
Sundry Debtors. 

These payments arise out of the 
obligations covered under tha Licence 
agreement 

2. These payments cannot be 
distinguished as being outside the scope of the 
Licence agreement, since it is only because of 
the Licence and framed under the Licence 
agreement that these prepayments arise in law. 

3. The Licence agreement requires vide 
clause 7.01 (d), that “The Licensee shall during 
the Licence Period pay in a timely manner all 
taxes, duties, levies, cess and charges 
including but not limited to income tax, sales tax 
, excise duty , customs duty and octroi that may 
be levied, claimed or demanded from time to 
time by any Government Authority or any other 
statutory body or corporation under any law, 
statute or any amendment to existing law and 
statute including any increase therein effected 
from time to time by any Government Authority 
. or any other statutory body or corporation under 

any law, statute or any amendment to existing 
law & statute in respect of the Project/ the 
Project Facilities and Services." 

The proposed new T ariff Items have already 
been incor p orated I n the draft Scale of Rates. 
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has not furnished suitable tariff schedule Irj 
respect of the proposed new tariff items. The 
CCTPL to prescribe a tariff schedule 
alongwith conditionalities governing the rated 
in respect of the proposed new tariff items. ; | 


Following are the new Tariff proposals made by 

us: . ; ; 

Excessively Over Dimensional Containers, 
Weighment of Containers, Fumigation of 
Tobacco Containers, CFS Charges in INR and 
Removal of Stuck Twist Locks 


l 31 a u - A 2 hearin 9 on the in reference was held on 29 November 2010 at the office of 
this Authority It was decided in the hearing, interna, that the CCTPL would furnish Cost statements 

Si h u y ^ a rt r ?« 2010-11 t0 2012-13 ,n ,lne wlth toe guidelines of 2005 by capturing the actuals upto 
??,° ber2010 and rev,ew the cost statements for the years 201 M2 and 2012-13 accordingly. It was 
further decided that CCTPL and CHPT would furnish some additional information/ clarification. As 
decided at the hearing, the CCTPL under cover of its letter dated 8 December 2010 has furnished a 
revised proposal. .;* 

13 - 2 - , _ With reference to the submission^ made by CCTPL under cover of its letter dated 8 

December 2010, it is seen that the CCTPL has mape some changes in its proposal when compared to 
lts earlier revised proposal. A comparison of the estimated traffic and the estimated financial position 
submitted by CCTPL in its original proposal of November 2009, in the revised tariff proposal filed in 
July 2010 and that furnished in December 2010 is tabulated below: > 


SI. 

No. 


As given by CCTPL In Its original 
proposal in November 2009 

wmmm bm 

Ill.LaMISj 
As given by CCTPL under coyer of 
ite letter dated 6 December 2010 

OnC 

slender Year 

basis 


On Financial Year basle 

2010 

2011 

2012 


2011-12 

2012-13 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

\m 


780000 

820000 

850000 

620000 

820000 

820000 

1061136 

850000 

800000 

i. 

uperatirvg income at 
existing level of tariff 

21130 

22155 

22924 

21835 

21835 

21835 

28695 

23396 

22087 

1 

Operating Expenses excl 
Royalty and ind. 
Depredation & 

Overheads 

12572. 

14256 

15064 

■ 

15009 

15459 

14493 

15212 

15471 

H 


5705 

5982 

8189 

5895 

5695 

5895 

7748 

8317 

5964 

H 


-5848 

■HIB 

-6402 


-4900 

-4684 

390 

-3676 

-4442 

D. 

Mojustmem ot 50 % of 

surplus of 2007-09 

1704 

1794 

1794 

221 $ 

2215 

2215 

2226 

2228 


7, 

Net adjusted surplus / 
defidt 

-4054 

-4834 

-4608 

j-1420 

-2686 

-2469 

2618 

-1649 

-2214 

8. 

Net Deficit(-) as % of 
operating income 

-19% 

-22% 

-20% ’ 

.'-7% 

-12% 

-11% 

9% 

-7% 

-10% 

9, 

Average net surplus / 
deficit as a percentage of 
operating income 

-20.33% 

-10.04% 

-2.65% 



13 - 3 - The information sought by us and the replies furnished by CCTPL in its letter dated 8 

December 2010 as decided in the 2 hearing are summarized and tabulated below: 


Sr. 

Np. 

Additional information/ 
clarification sought by us 

[Reply furnished by CCTPL 

1. 

The CCTPL to furnish 
Cost statements for the 
years 2010-11 to 2012-13, 
for the period for which 
tariff is to bf set, in line 
with the tariff guidelines of 

Cost statements Jor the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 have been 
revised incorporating the actual volumes from ACPI to October 
2010. 1 

The volume of the) second terminal (CITPL) has been constantly 
Increasing month 'pn month. A few services have moved out otf 
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2005 and the instructions 
contained in the proforma 
for filing the tariff 
proposals, since capturing 
the actuals upto October 
2010 and to review the 
cost statements for the 
years 2011-12 and 2012- 
13 accordingly. 

CCTPL to CITPL. One more service is likely to move out from 
CCTPL to CITPL for commercial reasons. The impact of this 
service will alone be 1 lakh TEUs per annum. Considering these 
factors, the CCTPL has projected a traffic volume of 1061136 
TEUs, 850000 TEUs and 800000 TEUs for the years 2010-11 to 
2012-13. 

However, since the practice of setting the tariff on the basis of 
optimal capacity is widely used in case of Nhava Sheva 
International Container Terminal Limited (NSICT), upfront tariff 
fixation cases of New Mangalore Port Trust (NMPT) and 
Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT), following any other practice 
will be detrimental. The CCTPL therefore reiterates and appeals 
to TAMP, to proceed on the basis of the application filed for 
optimal capacity. 

2. 

Revenue earned by 
CCTPL during the years 
2006 upto March 2010 as 
per the prevailing Scale of 
Rates with detailed 
workings and details of 
discount, if any, allowed 
by CCTPL. 

(The CCTPL has furnished workings to show the Container 
handling income from the various categories of containers for the 
years 2006 upto October 2010.) 

3. 

Detailed computation of 
income with reference to 
the traffic forecast for the 
years 2010-11 to 2012-13, 
alongwith detailed working 
based on the existing level 
of tariff notified in the 
Scale of Rates. Yearwise 
details of the rebates and 
discounts estimated to be 
allowed by CCTPL for the 
said period may also be 
furnished. 

(The CCTPL has furnished workings to show the Container 
handling income from the various categories of containers for the 
period from November to March 2011 and for the years 2011-12 
and 2012-13. Though the CCTPL has furnished the figure of the 
amount of rebate estimated to be allowed, it has not furnished 
workings for the same.) 

The CCTPL has further stated that In an environment of 
competition, rebates have to be allowed to the customers. These 
rebates are essentially volume discounts and are to be allowed 
only based on customer fulfilling agreed volume targets. As such, 
the same may be treated as cost. 

4. 

Detailed analysis of the 
savings to the trade as 
claimed by CCTPL. 

(The CCTPL has furnished workings to show a savings/ benefit to 
the tune of ^787/- per TEU to the trade during the year 2009, as 
summarized below: 




Sr.No. 

Description 

? Per TEU 




i. 

Savings in Berth hire charges (?16/- per TEU) on 
account of reduction in vessel turnaround time and 
T200/- per TEU on account of Charter hire savings 

' 216 




2. 

Savings due to reduction in truck turnaround time 

140 




3. 

Interest Savings due to reduced dwell time 

144 




4. 

Savings ‘due to enabling terminal/ customs e- 
process 

39 




5. 

Savings due to container detention charges 

216 




6. 

Efficiency gains not factored in tariff proposal 2007- 
2009 (no workings furnished) 

32 





TOTAL 

787/- 

5. 

Complete set of the audited 
Annual Accounts for the 

(The CCTPL has furnished the complete set of Audited Annual 
Accounts for the year ended 31 March 2010.) 1 



- 1 m m m 1 
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financial year 2009-10. 

6. 

A Certificate to the effect 
that the benefit accrued to 
CCTPL on account of the 
‘Serve from India Scrip’ 
will be utilised towards 
import of capital assets for 
CCTPL alone and that the 
benefit is not passed on to 
its sister concerns. 

7. 

Definitions/ conditionalities 
relating to the proposed 
new tariff items viz. 
excessively over 

dimensional containers, 
weighment of containers, 
removal of twist lock, 
fumigation etc. 

8. 

CCTPL to furnish a hard 
copy of the presentation 
made by it during the joint 
hearing held on 29 
November 2010. 


The benefits Accruing to CC.TPL on account ofrthe SFIS Scrip will 
be utilized towards Import of Capital Assets for CCTPL alone. 
Incase due to; business exigencies, it is required to transfer the 
Scrip to the siiter concerns as per the provisions of Customs, the 
same will be returned back by way of Scrip only and will not be 
transferred for;consideration of cash. 


(The CCTPL has furnished the revised 
incorporating t^ie definitions/ conditionalities.) 


(The CCTPL hbs furnished a copy of the presentation made by it 
on 29 November 2010.) 


13 - 4 - The information sought from ChIpT and the response of CHPT as decided in the 2 nd 

hearing are summarized and tabulated below: 


Information sought by us 


Response of CHPT 


CHPT to furnish details of income of 
CCTPL for the past period (from the year 
2006 upto March 2010)-which has been 
verified by CHPT’s auditor for the purpose 
of computation of the revenue share 
payable by CCTPL to CHPT. 

CHPT to verify the position relating to the 
utilisation of duty free scrip under Serve 
from India Scrip (SFIS) by CCTPL against 
the applicable capital expenditure incurred 
by them. 


(The CHPT has furnished monthwise details of 
;the Revenue earned by CCTPL as per auditor, 
Royalty to be paid by CCTPL as per Auditor, 

: Royalty paid by CCTPL and the difference in the 
royalty amount actually paid by CCTPL and that 
j payable by CCTPL as per auditor, from January 
12006 to March 2010.) 

i—U_' •• - ■ 

| It has been ascertained from CCTPL that a sum 

|Of ^27.10 crores (2008-09 - t7.30 crores and 
2009-10 - ^19.80 crores) have been made 
(towards capital expenditure. 


14 The CCTPL under cover of its letter dated 28 January 2011 has forwarded to us a 

copy of the Long Term Settlement signed by it *on 19 January 2011 in support of the quantum of 
increase considered by it for the unionized category of employees. The impact of LT$ as furnished by 
CCTPL is reproduced below: . j ^• ■ * . 

; v : (T in Lakhs) 
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15 . The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received will be sent separately to the relevant 
parties. These details will also be made available at our website http ://tar iff authority, govJn 

16. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of the 
case, the following position emerges: 

(i). The Scale of Rates of CCTPL was last reviewed in March 2007. In the tariff Order of 
March 2007, status quo of the then prevailing tariff level was maintained for the years 
2007 to 2009 with a validity for the tariff till 31 December 2009. However, with 
reference to an application filed by CCTPL to review the tariff Order of March 2007, 
this Authority passed an Order in June 2008 granting an across the board increase of 
10% to be effective from 1 August 2008 till 31 December 2009. 

Subsequently, this Authority vide its Order dated 31 March 2010 has extended the 
validity of the existing Scale of Rates of CCTPL till 30 September 2010, subject to fully 
adjusting the additional surplus, if any, over and above the admissible cost and 
permissible return for the period post 31 December 2009 in the tariff to be determined 
for the next tariff cycle. 

(ii). Clause 3.1.2 of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 requires a major port/ private 
terminal thereat to file its proposal at least 3 months before the tariff is due for 
revision. After reminder, the CCTPL filed its proposal for general revision of its Scale 
of Rates in November 2009. This proposal was taken up for consultation with the 
relevant users. After the first joint hearing, the CCTPL furnished a revised proposal in 
July 2010. The revision was mainly on account of change in the approach adopted by 
CCTPL for estimation of traffic. 


Based on the discussions held at a subsequent hearing on 29 November 2010, the 
CCTPL under cover of its letter dated 8 December 2010 has furnished a revised 
proposal. The revised cost statement furnished by CCTPL under cover of its letter 
dated 8 December 2010 alongwith the subsequent additional information/ clarification 
furnished by CCTPL is considered for the purpose of this analysis. 

Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 mandates review of the actual physical and 
financial performance of the Major Port Trusts and private terminals at the end of the 
prescribed tariff validity period with reference to the projections relied upon at time of 
fixing the prevailing tariff. 

During the last review of tariff of CCTPL, the position was analysed for the calendar 
years 2007, 2008 and 2009 relying upon the estimates for the said years. As such, it 
is necessary to make a comparison of the estimates for the years 2007, 2008 and 
2009 with that of the actuals for the said years. Further, the CCTPL has continued to 
operate its facilities beyond December 2009 at the level of tariff approved in June 
2008. Incidentally, it has changed its Accounting Period from Calendar Year basis to 
Financial Year basis from the year 2008-09 onwards. 

Thus, the actuals for the years 2007, 2008-09 and 2009-10 have been considered to 
analyse the past performance of CCTPL. The period from April 2010 to March 2011 
has been considered as part of the next tariff cycle under consideration. 

The performance of CCTPL during the years 2007, 2008-09 and 2009-10 is analysed 
below: 
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(a) . As brought out earlier, an across the board 10% increase over the then 

prevailing tariff vide Order dated 19 June 2008, which came into effect from 1 
August 2008. Since the impaqt of the upward revision of tariff is reflected by 
the actual income, the estimated income for the period from August 2008 to 
December 2009 is updated to reflect the increase granted, so as to enable 
comparison between the actuals and the estimates. 

(b) . CCTPL has handled 1052993 TEUs, 1447138 TEUs and 853746 TEUs 

during the years 2007, 2008-09 and upto December 2009 (proportionately 
4 , considered for 9 months in thelyear 2009-10) respectively, as against the 
estimate of 914952 TEUs, 925521 TEUs and 749346 TEUs for the years 
2007, 2008 and 2009 respectively. 

(c) . The operating income (net of debate/ discount) as shown in the audited 

Annual Accounts for the year 20d7,2008-09 and 2009-10 is 725868.01 lakhs, 
738801.13 lakhs and 731767.43‘lakhs respectively. The CCTPL, has furnished 
workings to arrive at the actual income based on the volume of traffic under 
each category and the respective rates as prescribed in the SOR of CCTPL. 
The income so arrived at by CCTPL based on the Scale of Rates is relied 
upon, without considering rebates* and discounts since the tariff filing exercise 
cannot recognize the discounts/ rebates allowed by the private operator at his 
discretion. 

/ 

In the Cost statements furnished, )he CCTPL has reduced its actual operating 
income for the years 2007, 2008k)9 and 2009-10 by 793 lakhs, 7147 lakhs 
and 781 lakhs respectively (the aggregate of which works out to 73.21 crores), 
being the income earned by it from the Bonded Trucking operations for 
movement of Container from CCTPL CFS to Customer CFSs at locations 
outside Chennai. In this contex^ it may be relevant to recollect that this 
Authority in its tariff Order of June 2008, has held that bonded trucking service 
facilitating transportation of goodp by CCTPL outside port area would not 
come under the regulatory oversight of this Authority. Therefore, the CCTPL 
has excluded the income arising from this activity from its operating income 
and the expenses relating to the said activity from its operating expenditure. 
Incidentally, the CCTPL has stated to have discontinued the said activity. 

The CHPT, while responding to a query to furnish details of income which has 
been verified by CHPT’s auditor for the purpose of computation of the 
revenue share payable by CCTPL to CHPT, has furnished the audited 
month wise income details of CCTPL for the period from 2006 to March 2010 
When the monthwise income of CjCTPL as reported by CHPT is aggregated 
for each of the years 2007 upto March 2010, it is seen that the income figures 
furnished by CHPT is at a higher level to the tune of 74.22 crores as 
compared to the income figures furnished by CCTPL. When asked to clarify 
the reasons for the said difference,- the CCTPL has explained that the income 
figures given by CHPT also includes the income related to bonded trucking to 
the tune of 73.21 crores for the |sdid period. With regard to the residual 
amount of 71.01 crores, it is on account of difference in the approach adopted 
by CHPT and CCTPL to recognize the income at the year end. That is, 
according to CCTPL, CHPT recognizes income from the vessel the day when 
it enters the port (say 31 March) whereas the CCTPL recognizes income only 
after completion of the vessel operations (say after 31 March). As a result, at 
any given point of time, the income jof CCTPL as recognised by CHPT may be 
marginally higher as compared to the income recognised by CCTPL. Hence, 
the income figures based on the workings furnished by CCTPL with reference 
to the existing Scale of Rates are! taken into account. Thus, the operating 
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income at *258.73 crores, *388.03 crores and *323.58 crores are considered 
for the calendar years 2007 to 2009 respectively in the Cost statement. 

The other income stream reported in the Annual Accounts of CCTPL includes 
interest income, customs duty credit from SFIS Scrip, Scrap sales, Foreign 
exchange gain, provisions written back which are no longer required, 
provision for doubtful debts written back, profit on sale of assets and 
miscellaneous income. 

The items of income namely Scrap sales, profit on sale of assets and 
miscellaneous income appear to be arising out of normal operation of CCTPL. 
Therefore, these items of other income are considered in this analysis. Since 
Return is allowed on Capital Employed (ROCE), interest income is not treated 
as income in fixation of tariff of major port trusts/ private terminals. The 
exchange gain arising out of servicing of foreign currency loans are also not 
treated as part of income, as has been the general practice followed. 
Similarly, the interest expenditure and the foreign exchange loss are also not 
treated as an item of cost in the tariff fixation exercise. 

An amount of *980.23 lakhs, ^1103.15 lakhs and *1550.12 lakhs is shown as 
Customs duty credit from SFIS Scrip in the Annual Accounts for the years 
2007, 2008-09 and 2009-10 respectively. The CCTPL has excluded the value 
of the said Duty credit from its Other Income. As stated by CCTPL, the said 
Scrip is to be utilized in lieu of the entire duty liabilities on the import of 
equipments, spares and consumables and till March 2010, it has utilized the 
Scrip to the extent of *2775.50 lakhs to discharge the duty liability for 
procurement of Cranes, leaving an unutilised balance of *858 lakhs. 
Incidentally, the corresponding value of the SFIS Scrip has been excluded by 
CCTPL from the Net Block of Assets and Equipment running cost, which is 
explained in the later part of the analysis. The CHPT has confirmed that it has 
ascertained from CCTPL that a sum of *27.10 crores have been made 
towards capital expenditure. In this connection, it is to be noted that the 
CCTPL has utilized the Scrip to the extent of *65 lakhs under the head of 
Equipment running cost apart from the amount of *27.10 crores towards 
Capital Expenditure. This position aggregates to the sum of *27.75 crores. 

The CCTPL has confirmed that the benefits accruing to CCTPL on account of 
the SFIS Scrip will be utilized towards import of Capital assets for CCTPL 
alone. With reference to the amount of *858 lakhs lying unutilized, the CCTPL 
has not explained the proposed utilization of the duty Credit in the additions 
proposed during the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. The CCTPL is advised to 
furnish details of utilization of the Duty credit, in the next review of its tariff. 

One of the items considered by CCTPL under the head Operating Cost’ is 
Efficiency gain in its cost statement for the years 2007 to 2009-10. The 
CCTPL has considered an amount of *716.04 lakhs, *984.05 lakhs and 
*774.06 lakhs towards Efficiency gain for the said period, calculated at *68/- 
per TEU, as claimed by it during the proceedings which culminated in the tariff 
review Order of June 2008. 

In this regard, it may be relevant to note that during the proceedings relating 
to tariff Order of June 2008, the CCTPL had claimed benefit of efficiency gain 
to the tune of *68/- per TEU. However, for the reasons recorded in paragraph 
10(ix) of the June 2008 Order, this Authority had allowed the benefit of 
Efficiency gain arising on account of Contract/ casual labour cost, Equipment 
running cost and Equipment hire cost to CCTPL to the extent of *372.58 
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lakhs, *397.24 lakhs and *33899 lakhs based on the estimated traffic of 
914952 TEUs, 925521 TEUs and 749346 TEUs, which works out to *40.72 
per TEU, *42.92 per TEU and *4$.23 per TEU during the years 2007 to 2009 
respectively. That being so, the question of consideration of allowing 
Efficiency gain at the uniform rate of *68/- per TEU does not arise. 

The unit Efficiency gain as determined in the Order of June 2008 for the 
admissible items of cost is maintained and adjusted for the actual volume of 
traffic handled during the said period. 

It may be recalled that while allowing Efficiency Gain in the Order of June 
2008, the Efficiency gain was not shown as a separate item of cost, but was 
built into the respective heads of expenditure. However, in this analysis, to 
enable a better presentation, the effect of Efficiency gain considered in the 
estimates is excluded from the respective heads of expenditure and shown 
separately. 

(f) . The Annual Accounts for the years 2007 to 2009-10 show an amount of 

*9615.24 lakhs, *14468.23 lakhs and *12068.56 lakhs as Royalty. With 
reference to the royalty/ revenue share, CCTPL has considered royalty at 
27% of the income considered in its Cost statement. Incase of CCTPL, 
Revenue share is to be allowed as a cost to the extent of second highest bid, 
as per the policy direction issued by the Government under Section 111 of the 
Major Port Trusts Act, 1963, Vide Ministry of Shipping letter no. PR- 
14019/6/2002-PG(1) dated 7 November 2003. The Policy direction issued 
specifically for #ie CCTPL directs this Authority to review the tariff of CCTPL 
so as to take into account the revenue share as cost for tariff fixation in such a 
manner as to avoid likely loss to CCTPL on account of the revenue share not 
being taken into account for tariff fixation, subject to a maximum of 27% (out 
of total 37.128%) revenue share being paid by CCTPL. This treatment may 
continue to be allowed for such of the remaining period of the Agreement with 
CCTPL as may be necessary far the above purpose only. In other words, 
72.72% Revenue share payable by CCTPL (i.e. 37.128%) only can be the 
maximum pass through that cab be considered in tariff exercise. Hence 
72.72% of the Revenue share a$ shown in the audited Annual Accounts is 
considered as a pass through for the years 2007 to 2009-10. 

(g) . As recorded in the last tariff Order of CCTPL passed in March 2007, there is a 

dispute between CCTPL and the Licensor port CHPT with regard to the lease 
rentals payable by CCTPL to CHPT. It has been brought to our notice during 
the proceedings of this case that an Arbitration Award has been pronounced. 
As per the Award, the CCTPL is to pay lease rentals @ *1/- per sq.m per 
annum with effect from December 2001, escalating by 30% every five years. 
As reported by CHPT, it preferred an appeal against the stated Award in June 
2006 before the Hon’ble High Court of Madras. The Hon’ble High Court of 
Madras has dismissed the application of the CHPT and confirmed the 
Arbitration Award in June 2008. The CHPT has preferred an appeal before 
the Division Bench of Hon’ble Madras High Court. There is no interim 
direction from the Hon’ble Madras High Court on the appeal preferred by 
CHPT. It is also understood that the amount has been adjusted by the CHPT 
and CCTPL and that the said parties have closed the said transaction. 

Nevertheless, for the purpose of the past analysis, the lease rentals for the 
years 2007 upto March 2010 is considered at the level of *881.59 lakhs per 
annum as considered in the last tferiff Order of CCTPL in March 2007. This is 
done since the difference between the lease rentals allowed as Estimates in 
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the past tariff Orders and the actual paid/ payable as per Arbitration Award is 
quantified separately for full adjustment. If actual lease rentals as per the 
Award are considered in the Cost statement for the years 2007 to 2009-10, it 
would tantamount to double counting. Consideration of lease rentals at 
7881.59 lakhs per annum for the years 2007 upto March 2010 in the past 
analysis should not be construed as the lease rentals at 7881.59 lakhs per 
annum is recognised as admissible expenditure for the saiG period. 

The CCTPL has requested this Authority to continue to adopt the position as 
adopted in the 2007 order in respect of Lease Rentals 4 should be noted 
here that tha Hon'ble High Court of Madras has confirmed the Award of the 
Hon’ble Arbitral Tribunal. The Division Bench has neither passed an interim 
direction nor stayed the order of the Hon'ble Single Juoge Bench of the 
Madras High Court. The CHPT and CCTPL have actually effected all the 
necessary adjustments. In this backdrop, it is not dear* as to why only 
adjustment in the tariff fixation exercise be deferred for a later period, as 
requested by CCTPL. 

(h) . in the tariff Order of March 2007, since the CCTPL had produced the 

Assessment Orders with reference to the years 2002-03 ana 2003-04, which 
showed that the Income tax authorities have allowed the Technical Service 
Fee as an item of expenditure, this Authority had allowed the estimated 
payment of technical service fee as an item of cost in the estimates for the 
years 2007 to 2009 subject to the condition that the CCTPL at the time of next 
review would produce the Income tax assessment Order for each of the years 
to show that the concerned authorities have allowed this expenditure. If such 
evidence is not produced, the estimated expenditure allowed then will have to 
be set off in the current tariff review. 

CCTPL has furnished copy of the Assessment Order for the financial year 
2004-05 and stated that the assessment for the subsequent years is not yet 
over. From the Assessment Order furnished by CCTPL, it is seen that out of 
the total Technical Service Fee of 7234.80 lakhs as claimed by CCTPL, the 
Income tax authorities have disallowed an amount of 76.43 lakhs on account 
of arithmetical mistake on the part of CCTPL and allowed the balance amount 
of 7228.37 in the Assessment Order. The Income tax authorities have allowed 
the Technical Service Fee as an item of expenditure in the past and it is 
assumed that the same will be allowed in the future. Relying on the statement 
of CCTPL that assessment for the subsequent years have not yet been done, 
this Authority is inclined to treat TSF as part of operating costs for the years 
2007 to 2009-10. The CCTPL is advised to furnish copies of the Assessment 
Orders as and when they are obtained from the Income tax authorities for 
further scrutiny. 

(i) . The write-off of preliminary expenses to the tune of 738.28 lakhs is 

considered for the years 2007, 2008-09 and 2009-10, as was allowed in the 
last tariff order of August 2006. 

0 )- The Operating expenditure as.shown in the audited annual accounts for the 
years 2007 to 2009-10 do not match with the sum total of the operating 
expenditure, overheads and Finance and Miscellaneous Expenses as shown 
py CCTPL In the Cost statement. The expenses in the Cost statement are 
k/wer by "7 70 lakes, 7227.70 lakhs and 7149 lakhs for the years 2007 to 
2009-10, when compared with the position reported in the Annual Accounts. 
We have relied upvn :he position furnished by CCTPL in its Cost statement. 
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(k) . There is a difference of t38.47 lakhs and ?177.76 lakhs in the amount of 

depreciation considered by CCTPL in the Cost statement for the years 2008- 
09 and 2009-10 as compared to the Annual Accounts for the respective 
years. In other words, a lower amount of depreciation has been considered in 
the Cost statement. The difference appears to be on account of CCTPL 
removing the impact of the SFIS Scrip, from the Capital employed. The 
depreciation figures as furnished by CCTPL are relied upon. 

(l) . As stated above, the CCTPL has excluded the value of SFIS Scrip 

component from the Net Block of assets shown in the Annual Accounts for the 
respective years. As such, the reduced net block of assets is taken into 
account for the purpose of this analysis, as shown below: 

in Lakhs) 


Net Block of Assets 

2007 

2008-09 

2009-10 

As per audited Accounts 

35209.05 

36276.39 

43106.30 

Less: Effect of SFIS 

0.00 

690.53 

2493.77 

As considered in the Cost statement 

35209.05 

35585.86 

40612.53 


The working capital is analysed below: 

(i) . On the ground that the CCTPL is required to pay royalty on monthly 

basis in advance for each month for a Minimum Guaranteed 
Throughput (MGT) of 5 lakh TEUs per annum as per provisions of the 
Licence Agreement of CCTPL entered into with CHPT, and likewise, 
the CCTPL is also required to pay lease rent for the lands allotted to it 
in advance every year as per the Licence Agreement, this Authority 
while disposing the review application made by CCTPL in June 2008 
has allowed pre-payment of royalty and lease rent as part of current 
assets. In line with the earlier decision, the monthly royalty amount on 
a MGT of 500000 TEUs calculated at ^276.42 lakhs, ?301.55 lakhs 
and ?319.80 lakhs is considered as pre-payment forming part of the 
Current assets. 

(ii) . In line with the approach adopted in the Review Order of CCTPL, 

50% of the amount considered in the Cost statement as lease rentals 
is considered as the prepayment of lease rentals for the years 2007 
to 2009-10. 

(iii) . The tariff guidelines of 2005 has prescribed a limit of six months 

average consumption of stores excluding fuel incase of items of 
Inventory. The CCTPL has not furnished the details of the 
consumption of stores and fuel. The Annual Accounts of CCTPL 
furnish value of consumption of stores and spare parts at ^487.42 
lakhs, ?696 lakhs and ?57l.01 lakhs for the years 2007, 2008-09 and 
2009-10 respectively. In the absence of requisite details regarding 
capital spares and fuel, 50% of the amount as shown in the Annual 
Accounts is considered as Inventory. 

(iv) . Cash balance has been calculated at one month’s operating 

expenses including overheads, as done during the last tariff revision 
of CCTPL. 

(v) . The CCTPL has not furnished the current liabilities for the past years. 

As such, the figures of Sundry Creditors as reflected in the Annual 
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Accounts of GCTPL for the years 2007 to 2CKK T, Are considered in 
the analysis. 


<m). 


(v). (a). 


{*. In Lakns) 


Particulars 

Estimates relied upon 
in the last Order 

Actuals ] % Variation 

i ,oo3 

2008 i 

2007 & 
2008 

I 2009 ! :oo7 a ! “ 

3 months ! hn-'-v ■ 7008 I 

Traffic (in TEUs) 

1840473 | 749346 

2210703 

28S428 

853740 \ 20.12% | 52.56% 


1 




Operating Income 

46912.561 20496.25 * 

56915.51 

7760.63 

24263 62 f 21.32% 56.2 /% 


I 

— 


Total Exps (incl. Depn) 

34250.08 j 15906.54 | 35943 65 

4789 08 

15880 56 ) A 94% j 29 94% 


The operating income estimates ore moderated to reflect across the board 10% Increase granted in the then 
existing rates of CCTPL with effect from 1 August 2008. 


The details regarding the Actual Return earned by CCT'-T. on the Capital 
Employed are given in the following table: 


(7 In Lakhs) 


Particulars 

20C7 

2008 ! 

Actual Surplus before Return earned 
by CCTPL 

9117.50 

11720.79 j 1 

1 

Actual Capital Employed 

_ 

35209.05 

35585.86 j 4 

Actual Return earned on capital 
employed 

25 90% 

32.94% \ 

Variation in Return on Capital 
Employed @ 16% 

61.88% 

105.88% 

j 

| 


(b) . • As can be seen, the variation in the physical performance is more than + 

20%. In the last general revision Order, maximum return of 16% was allowed 
for the years 200.- to 2009. The additional surplus ever and above the 
admissible cost and permissible return achieved by the CCTPL during the 
said three years is found to be in the range of ’61.88% to 105 88%. 

As per clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines, if review c f actual physical and 
financial performance for the previous tariff cycle shows the variation of more 
than + or - 20%, then 50% of such accrued benefit / loss has to be adjusted 
in the next tariff cycle. Therefore, there is a case to adjust the past surplus in 

the current tariff cycle of CCTPL. 

(c) With regard to aciustment of additional surplus accruing to CCTPL in the last 
tariff eycla from the year 2007 to 2009, it is pertinent to recall the decisions 


(vi). Subject to the above, the Working Capital fasmm T negative figure. 
As such, Capital Employed comprises of Net 8-c ;k of Assets and 
works out to *35209.05 iakhs, *35585.86 lakhs <no 740612.53 lakhs 
for the years 2007, 2008-09 and 2009-10. 

In the last tariff Order of March 2007, Return on capita; ernCo/ea wss allowed 
at 16% for the years 2007 to 2009. The same position in maintained while 
analyzing the actuals for the said years. 

A summary of the comparison of the actuals s me estimates 

considered in the last tariff Order Is tabulated below; 
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taken by this Authority in the tariff Order dated 28 March 2007. Incidentally, 
the position relating to the estimates of traffic as considered in the March 
2007 Order of CCTPL was maintained in the Review Order of June 2008. 

Keeping in view that the traffic estimate projected by the CCTPL for the year 
2007 was comparable to the reported designed capacity of the terminal at 
914033 TEUs, the traffic estimate as projected by CCTPL for the year 2007 
was considered by this Authority at 914952 TEUs. 

The traffic as estimated by the CCTPL for the year 2008 and 2009 were lower 
than the estimated traffic for the year 2007 on account of the anticipated 
nipact of the commissioning of the second container terminal at CHPT. The 
traffic estimate for the year 2008 projected by CCTPL was slightly revised 
upwards and considered at 925621 TEUs, keeping in view the impact of the 
probable time of commencement of operations by the second terminal in the 
year 2008. 

So far as the year 2009 is concerned, the estimated traffic as reported by 
CCTPL was relied upon by this Authority. However, this Authority, in the same 
breath ruled that if any undue advantage is found to have accrued to the 
terminal operator due to wrong estimation, the additional surplus so earned 
will be adjusted fully. 

The estimates of traffic considered by this Authority for the year 2007 (914952 
TEUs) and 2008 (925521 TEUs) appear to be comparable with the reported 
designed capacity of 914033 TEUs. If this position is recognised, the ruling of 
this Authority that the additional surplus earned will be adjusted fully if any 
undue advantage is found to have accrued to the CCTPL due to wrong 
estimation would be relevant fpr the year 2009. For the earlier years, only 
50% of additional surplus should be adjusted as per Clause 2.13 of the tariff 
guidelines. 

(d) . The CCTPL has argued that adjustment of past surplus should be governed 

by the relevant provisions of the tariff guidelines as increase in its volumes 
was not on account of its wrong traffic estimation but on account of 
circumstances beyond its control due to delay in the commissioning of the 
second terminal due to some mishap. Since there was no wrong estimation of 
traffic on the part of CCTPL, it has strongly opined that this Authority should 
not adjust 100% of the Past surplus. 

(e) . It is noteworthy that the traffic estimates retied upon by this Authority for the 

years 2007 and 2008 were comparable to the reported designed capacity of 
the terminal. This Authority had not cast a doubt on estimated traffic for the 
years 2007 and 2008. Therefore, variation between the actuals and the 
estimates is treated in line with Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005. 
Accordingly, 50% of the surplus for the years 2007 and 2008 is considered for 
adjustment in future tariff. 

As far as the year 2009 is concerned, this Authority had reservations in the 
traffic estimates for the year 2009 on account of CCTPL factoring the impact 
of commencement of operations of the second terminal at CHPT. Hence, this 
Authority had decided to adjust fully the additional surplus arising in the 
context of wrong estimation, as recorded in the tariff order of March 2007. 
Infact, the doubts raised by this Authority over the traffic estimates for the 
year 2009 have come true, since the CCTPL has actually handled an 
additional traffic of around 53% as compared to the traffic estimates relied 
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upon in the tariff Order of March 2007. Hence, ihe additional surplus for the 
year 2009 is considered fully for adjustment in future tariff. 

(f). The validity of the existing Scale of Rates of CCTPL has been extended 
beyond 31 December 2009, subject to fully adjusting the additional surplus, if 
any, over and above the admissible cost and permissible return for the period 
post 31 December 2003 in the tariff to be determined. 


( 9 ). 


A summary of the surplus for the past period, which is to be adjusted in future 
tariff is given below: 


^ in lakhs 


Particulars 

Past 

surplus 

To be 
set off 

Amount 

2007 

3484.05 

50% 

1742.03 

2008 

6027.05 

50% 

3013.53 

2009 

Jan to March 

1506.76 

Full 

1506.76 

April to December 

3517.17 

Full 

3517.17 

2010 

Jan to March 

1312.51 

Full 

1312.51 

TOTAL 

11092.00 


(h). 


As discussed earlier, as per the Arbitration Award, the CCTPL is to pay the 
tease rentals calculated at 71/- per Sq.m, per annum subject to 30% 
escalation every five years. Therefore, the additional lease rental allowed as 
an item of cost in the earlier tariff Orders of CCTPL over and above the 
Arbitration Award from the year 2002 upto March 2010 is quantified at 776.14 
crores as shown below: 


(7 In Lakhs) 

Year 

Lease rentals 
allowed 

Lease Rentals as per 
Arbitration Award 

Additional 

Amount 

2002 

962.16* 

2.26 

959.90 

2003 

1165.04* 

2.51 

1162.53 

2004 

881.59 

2.51 

879.08 

2005 

881.59 

2.51 

879.08 

2006 

881.59 

2.60 

878.99 

2007 

881.59 

3.18 

878.41 

2008 

881.59 

3.26 

878.33 

2009 

881.59 

3.26 

878.33 

70in (3 months) 

220.40 

0.81 

219.58 

- 

TOTAL 

7614.24 


the CCTPL Order of 2C02. Bui. fl¬ 
it. relied upon. Accordingly. i;n 
T 2/65/5735/200VAR dated 8 Jar uarv 2002 . 


makes a mention that the figu r es gi eo by Licensor port CHPT 
gur-;>i nave been teken into accorm* font ihe CHPi letter no. 


ihtis ; an aggregate amount of \ 187.06 crorss (7110.9? crores on account of 
past surplus and TO. 14 acres cl srcacui of addivrr,*' rentals) is 
available for adjustment. 

As per Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines the past surplus is to be set off 
prospectively. However, Since the year 2010-11 will be over before the 
reviseu fc&i-f to be apn^c'^d for CGTPl conies into effect, the adjustments of 
past surplus can only be effected during the years 2011-12 and 2012-13, as 
no retrospective adjustment tariff is envisaged. 
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In the tariff cases of some other private terminals decided earlier, the past 
surplus is set off over a period of five years, wherever huge past surplus 
arose for adjustment. Following the approach adopted in such cases, the past 
surplus is set off over a period of five years beginning from the year 2011-12. 

(vi). (a). By drawing reference to the NSICT Order of September 2008 and various 

Upfront tariff Orders passed by this Authority, the CCTPL in its proposal dated 
i December 2010 has appealed to this Authority to process its proposal 
based on the standard capacity approach. The CCTPL has adopted the 
■/ormula prescribed in the Upfront tariff Guidelines to determine the optimal 
capacity of CCTPL and restricted the traffic estimates to the level of optimal 
capacity. It has then proceeded following the actual Cost plus approach in the 
expenditure estimates. 

(b) . The CCTPL has not followed the NSICT Order in totality, but selectively. The 

CCTPL has followed the approach adopted in the NSICT Order only to the 
extent that suits its purposes. The CCTPL has sought relaxation in the norms 
relating to ground slots. The estimated Expenses have not been calculated as 
per the norms prescribed in the tariff guidelines of 2008. The 2008 Guidelines 
do not recognize consideration of the impact of the individual Wage 
Settlements entered into by an operator. 

Also, incase of NSICT, since the contribution from the volumes handled 
beyond the standard capacity is a source available to meet the residual 
royalty not considered in the tariff computation, it envisaged progressive 
reduction in the quantum of royalty, if unit rate of royalty does not undergo a 
change, with the increase in traffic volumes beyond the standard capacity. 
Thus, a pass through at the reduced level was found sufficient as against the 
maximum permissible level. However, the CCTPL for the purpose of allowing 
Revenue share has drawn reference to the Minutes of the meeting held on 5 
August 2003 and considered 27% of the income as revenue share in the Cost 
statement. In this connection, it is relevant to mention here that in the meeting 
held on 5 August 2003 at the Ministry, it was decided that the offer of the 
second highest bidder should bfe accepted as cost of CCTPL for the purpose 
of arriving at the tariff. This was subject to CCTPL filing a proposal to the 
Ministry. It was further decided by the Ministry to permit revision of tariff of 
CCTPL in the abovesaid manner and this Authority would be requested to 
review the case by issue of a suitable directive by the Ministry under Section 
111 of the MPT Act. The policy direction was issued by the Government 
under Section 111 of the MPT Act. on 7 November 2003, specifically for the 
CCTPL which directed this Authority to review the tariff of CCTPL so as to 
take into account the revenue share as cost for tariff fixation in such a manner 
as to avoid likely loss to CCTPL on account of the revenue share not being 
taken into account for tariff fixation, subject to a maximum of 27% (out of total 
37.128%) revenue share being paid by CCTPL. Thus, the CCTPL has not 
adopted the NSICT Order of September 2008 in totality, but only selectively. 

(c) . Since yard is a constraint, the CCTPL has calculated its yard capacity 

following the formula prescribed in the Upfront guidelines of 2008. The yard 
capacity has been reported by CCTPL at 820000 TEUs for the years 2010-11 
to 2012-13, which is reportedly based on the 285 ground slots per hectare as 
adopted in the Upfront tariff case of Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT). In 
the case of upfront tariff fixation for the container terminal at JNPT, though the 
ground slot of 286 TEUs per hectare was shown in the calculation, it did not 
influence the result substantially as the quay capacity remained as the limiting 
factor in that case. In the case of upfront tariff fixation for the container 
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terminal at New Mangalore Port Trust (NMPT) vide Order dated 30 December 
2009, ground slots of 360 TEUs per hectare was considered which was based 
on the analysis of the NMPT with reference to the area occupied by a 
container and additional area required for movement of container handling 
equipment, space between containers etc. The same number of ground slots 
of 360 TEUs per hectare was considered while fixing upfront tariff for the 
Mega Container terminal at CHPT. Hence the same is considered in case of 
CCiPL also. The CCTPL has stated that the average stacking height at 
CCTPL is 2.84 (rounded off to 3). Taking the other factors as considered by 
CCTPL, the Yard capacity of CCTPL works out to 1033006 TEUs. It is to be 
borne in mind that the capacity of 1033006 TEUs is the optimal capacity at 
70% utilization. It is noteworthy that the CCTPL vide its letter dated 24 
November 2009 reported the traffic handled at its terminal in 2008 as 11.99 
lakhs TEUs and pointed out that the terminal was 'operating at close to its 
capacity.’ 

(vii). The traffic estimates furnished by CCTPL is 1061136 TEUs, 850000 TEUs and 
800000 TEUs for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 respectively. The CCTPL has 
projected around 7% decrease in traffic in the year 2010-11 as compared to the 
actuals of 1138328 TEUs for the year 2009-10. The CCTPL has further projected a 
traffic reduction of around 20% and 6% in the years 2011-12 and 2012-13 as 
compared to the traffic estimates of the respective previous years. 

The cc TPL has sought to justify its declining trend in traffic by stating that the volume 
at the 2 terminal has been constantly increasing month on month. The CCTPL has 
further added that few services have moved out or moving out of CCTPL to the 2 nd 
terminal, thereby reducing the market share of CCTPL. 

Though the CCTPL has stated that there would be a reduction in its traffic on account 
of diversion of traffic to the second terminal, it is not supported by any traffic analysis. 
The estimated traffic for the year 2010-11 furnished by CCTPL at 1061136 TEUs also 
factors the operation of the second terminal, which has commenced operations since 
September 2009. Incidentally, the estimated traffic is comparable to the standard 
capacity of 1033006 TEUs as discussed in the preceding paragraph. It is to be borne 
in mind that the capacity of 1033006 TEUs is the optimal capacity at 70% utilization 
Hence, the traffic estimate of 1061136 TEUs as given by CCTPL is relied upon for the 
year 2010-11. The traffic estimates for the years 2011-12 and 2012-13 are also 
considered at a level of 1061136 TEUs. 

If there is a significant reduction in the traffic handled by CCTPL as compared to the 
traffic estimates relied upon now, it is open for CCTPL to seek an ahead of schedule 
review of its tariff. 

\Viii). (a). The operating income estimated by CCTPL in the cost statement for the year 
2010-11 is ?28694.97 iakns, From the wordings furnished to arrive at the 
income from the handling of various types of containers, it is seen that OCTPl. 
has calculated income on a traffic of 1101133 TEUs ror the year 2010-11 
considering the rates as prescribed K; ths existing Scale of Rates as against 
the traffic estimate of 1061136 TEUs shown Sr, the C'st demerit. However 
in its Cost statement, it has considered income for the traffic level of 1061136 
TEUs. Therefore, the workings furnished by CCTPL are adjusted for the 
estimated traffic of 1061136 TEUs. 

(b). In respect of the year 2010-11, the actual income for a period of seven 
months from April to October 2010 reported by CCTPL is verified with 
reference to the existing Scale of rates and considered without any change. 
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For the remaining five months of 2010-11 and for the years 2011-12 and 
2012-13, the CCTPL has considered the dollar exchange rate of 744.94 per 
US$ to estimate the dollar denominated income in its income calculations. In 
respect of the income estimates from dollar denominated tariff items the 
exchange rate prevailing at the t|ne of analysis of the case, is considered 
uniformly for estimation of income from dollar denominated tariff items, for all 
the years under consideration, tin our analysis, since the period from 
November 2010 to February 2011 jis already over, and since the actual dollar 
exchange rate is available, the income from the dollar denominated tariff 
items for the period from November 2010 to February 2011 is estimated 
based on the average exchange rate of 745.25 per US$ obtained for the said 
period. The income estimations fcrjithe period from March 2011 to March 
2013 are modified so as to give effegno the exchange rate of 745.25 per US$ 
prevailing at the time of finalization of this case. 

(c) . Inspite of a request made, the CCTPL has not furnished working to arrive at 

the income from handling ICD containers, storage charges, replacing hatch 
cover, other income etc. It is to be noted that the rates prescribed in the Scale 
of Rates of CCTPL in respect of these tariff items is dollar denominated. In 
the absence of workings, the entire income furnished on this account is 
updated with reference to the exchange rate of 745.25 per US$. 
Nevertheless, it may be relevant to note that as can be seen from the traffic 
profile furnished by CCTPL, the coasjal container traffic is around 1% of total 
container traffic. Therefore, the uptfation of the income arising out of the 
above mentioned tariff items with reference to the prevailing exchange rate 
may not have a significant impact in the overall estimated operating income of 
the terminal. 

(d) . Subject to the above adjustments, the revised income for the year 2010-11 

works out to 729596.86 lakhs. By considering the traffic for the years 2011-12 
and 2012-13 at the level of traffic for the year 2010-11, as explained earlier, 
and by considering the Exchange rate of 745.25 per US$, the revised income 
, works out to 729653.46 lakhs each for the years 2011-12 and 2012-13. 

(ix) . Clause 2.5.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 requires that the expenditure projections 

of the major port trusts / terminal operators should be in line with traffic adjusted for 
price fluctuations with reference to current movement of Whole Sale Price Index (WPI) 
for all commodities announced by the Government of India. Accordingly, an 
escalation factor of 3.76% needs to be considered for the expenditure projections in 
the tariff cases to be decided during the year 2010-11. 

(x) . As against the actual number of operating and direct labour at 279 during the year 

2008-09, the actual number of employees in this category has been reduced to 273 by 
CCTPL during the year 2009-10. However, the CCTPL has estimated to have 284 
employees under this category during the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. The increase in 
the number of operating and direct labour is. in the backdrop when the CCTPL has 
estimated a fall in its traffic estimates. Thq increase in the number of operating and 
direct labour estimated for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 is relied upon. 

As against the actual average cost per operating and direct labour at 73.50 lakhs per 
annum during the year 2009-10, the CCTPL has estimated an increase of around 
31% in the average cost in the year 2010-11 and estimated the cost at 71301 lakhs. 
The iqcrease projected by CCTPL is on the ground that it is in the process of 
negotiating wages for the next Long Term Settlement (LTS) for the period 2010 - 
2013. Subsequently, the CCTPL has furnished a copy of the LTS signed by it on 19 
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January 2011. The LTS furnished by CCTPL does not explicitly TAct the percentage 
increase in the labour cost. However, the CCTPL has moderated its initial estimate 
after considering the impact of the LTS at ^1300 lakhs for the year 2010-11. The 
moderated estimate reported by CCTPL is relied upon for the year yGIO-1 1 

The estimates of the operating ana direct labour for the years 201 1-12 and 2012-13 
are seen to be escalated by around 9.50% over the estimates of the respective 
previous years. However, the estimates for the years 20 Am 2 and 2012-13 are 
moderated by applying the escalation factor of 3 76% per annum. 

(xi) . As against the actual number of maintenance labour at 109 d r r.c the year 2008 - 09 , 

the actual number of employees has been reduced by CCTPL io 102 during the year 
2009-10. However, the CCTPL has estimated to have 113 employees under this 
category during the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. In line with the masoning given in the 
preceding paragraph, the increase estimated by CCTPL in the number of 
maintenance labour for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 is relied upon. 

As against the actual average cost per maintenance labour at AT05 lakhs per annum 
during the year 2009-10, the CCTPL has estimated an increase of around 5% in the 
average cost in the year 2010-11 and around 15% increase each for the years 2011- 
12 and 2012-13 as compared to the estimates for the respective previous years. As 
conveyed by CCTPL, though the said category of workers is not covered under the 
wage settlement, a wage increase wii! have to be given to them in line with the 
increase given for the direct labour category. The CCTPL lias not produced any 
evidence to show that wage increase sought by it in respect of maintenance labour 
has already been allowed in view of a similar increase granted to the Operating and 
Direct labour. 

Since the said category of maintenance labour is not covered by the LTS, as 
confirmed by CCTPL, the estimates of CCTPL for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 are 
moderated by applying the escalation factor of 3.76% taking the actuals for the year 
2009-10 as base. 

(xii) . The estimated Equipment running cost comprises of power cost, fuel cost and cost of 

repairs and maintenance. Each item of estimate is discussed in the following 
paragraph: 

(a). (i). The CCTPL has estimated electricity consumption of 6.82 units per 

TEU (including consumption by Reefer containers) for the years 
2010-11 to 2012-13 as against the actual power consumption of 6.25 
units per TEU (including consumption by Reefer containers) during 
the year 2009-10. The CCTPL has stated that the increase in the 
power consumption per TEU for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 is that 
it estimates to handle more Reefer volumes in these three years. The 
CCTPL has further sought to explain that the consumption of 
electricity per Reefer-TEU varies with respect to its dwell time as well 
as the temperatures at which it is to be maintained. As reported by 
CCTPL, it had observed an average power consumption of 200 units 
per Reefer-TEU in the year 2008-09 and 151 units per Reefer-TEU in 
2009-10. Based on this, it has built in an average of 180 units per 
Reefer-TEU in the estimates of 6.82 units per TEU in the estimates 
for the future. 

Looking to the traffic estimates furnished by CCTPL, it is seen that the 
number o? Reefer containers estimated to be handled during the 
years 2010-11 to 2012-13 are in fact less, as compared to the actual 
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Reefer volumes handled in the past. That being so, the argument put 
forth by CCTPL for estimating an increase in the power consumption 
for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 does not merit consideration. 

The actual power consumption during the last tariff cycle as furnished 
by CCTPL is 6.03 units, 6 units and 6.25 units per TEU respectively 
for the years 2007 to 2009. The average consumption for the said 
period works out to 6.09 units per TEU, which is considered for the 
estimation of electricity cost for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. 

As against the actual electricity cost at *5.25 per unit for the year 
2009-10, the CCTPL has considered the cost at *6.09 per unit, *6.44 
per unit and *6.82 per unit each for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. 
With regard to a query to justify the proposed increase in the unit cost 
of electricity, the CCTPL lias furnished to us a copy of the letter from 
CHPT to CCTPL mentioning that subsequent to the electricity tariff 
revision of Tamil Nadu, the revised electricity tariff of *5.85 per unit 
(currently *5 per unit) woyld be payable by CCTPL with effect from 1 
August 2010. The CCTRL has also furnished to us a copy of the 
electricity bill raised by CHPT for the month of January and June 
2010, which shows that Qver and above the unit cost of electricity of 
?5 per unit, the CCTPL is alk> required to pay an additional Electricity 
tax @ 5%. Put together, the unit cost of electricity prior to the revision 
worked out to *5.25 per unit. On the same line, the revised unit cost 
of electricity would work out to *6.14 per unit (*5.85 per unit + 5% 
tax), which has been cqnsidered by CCTPL for the year 2010-11. 
However, the CCTPL has considered the effect of revision in 
electricity tariff for the full year of 2010-11, whereas it has been with 
effect from 1 August 2010. Accordingly, the power cost estimates of 
CCTPL for the years 2010-11 are moderated so as to give effect of 
the revision in electricity tariff from August 2010. 

The variable power cost iestimates of CCTPL for the years 2011-12 
and 2012-13 are moderated by applying the applicable escalation 
factor taking the rate of *$.14 per unit for the year 2010-11 as base. 

The CCTPL has also estimated the electricity cost towards Yard 
Lighting and Administration building calculated at an annual 
consumption of 15.48 ial$h units for all the years under consideration. 
The annual consumption of 15.48 lakhs is based on the actuals for 
the year 2009-10 and hence relied upon. However, the electricity cost 
estimates of CCTPL for the years 2011-12 and 2012-13 are 
moderated by applying ttje applicable escalation factor taking the rate 
of *6.14 per unit for the year 2010-11 as base. 

The CCTPL has also considered the fixed component of electricity 
cost at *97.26 lakhs, *102*90 lakhs and *108.87 lakhs for the years 
2010-11 to 2012-13. From the workings furnished by CCTPL, it is 
seen that the actual annual fixed demand of electricity during the year 

2009- 10 had been 31667‘KVA. By considering the rate of *300/- per 
KVA (as mentioned in tjie-letter of CHPT dated 12 August 2010 to 
CCTPL), an amount of *|95 lakhs per annum is estimated for the year 

2010- 11, which is closef to their estimate of *97.26 lakhs. Similarly, 
their estimate for the yeprs 2011-12 and 2012-13 are moderated by 
maintaining the same fixed consumption of electricity and by 
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(xiii). 


“i n ^fipi'iii ■ 


escalating the rate of ?300/- per KVA by applying the applicable 
escalation factor. 

(b). The CCTPL has maintained the actual fuel consumption at 2.50 litres per TEU 

of the year 2009-10 for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13, which is considered in 
this analysis. 

The CCTPL has considered an escalation factor of 15% in the cost of fuel for 
the year 2010-11 as compared to the actuals for the year 2009-10 and an 
escalation factor of 10% for estimating the cost of fuel for the years 2011-12 
and 2012-13 as compared to the respective previous years. The CCTPL has 
sought to argue that the price of diesel is not following the pattern of the 
normal inflation and the Central Government is infact considering a 
decontrolled mechanism for the diesel prices which is at the moment backed 
up by subsidies. As an example, the CCTPL has stated that as against the 
price of ?38.41 per litre considered for the year 2010 in the November 2009 
submission, in a span of 8 months the price has gone up to ?39.57 per litre, 
with further increases in the offing. As such, the CCTPL has requested this 
Authority to consider the special nature of this expense and accept the 
escalation rates as proposed by them. 

The rate of diesel as prevailing at the time of finalization of the case at ^44 16 
P?_!'^ e is considered for the year 2010-11. With reference to the request of 
CCTPL to consider a higher escalation, it is to be noted that the expenditure 
estimates are moderated applying the escalation factor of 3.76% in the tariff 
cases of Major Port Trusts and private terminals decided so far during the 
year 2010-11. Therefore, it is not possible to deviate in the case of CCTPL 
alone, from the procedure followed so far in respect of other cases. The rate 
is escalated by applying the applicable escalation factor for the years 2011-12 
to 2012-13, taking the respective previous year as base. 


The CCTPL has not furnished the workings to arrive at the estimated Repairs 
and Maintenance cost at T574.62 lakhs, ^632.08 lakhs and ?695.29 lakhs for 
the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. The actual Repairs and Maintenance 
expenses for the year 2009-10 is ?499.67 lakhs. The actual Repairs and 
Maintenance cost for the year 2009-10 as a percentage of Closing Gross 
block of assets for the year 2009-10 works out to 1.02%. This is taken as the 
ase and escalated by 3.76% per annum over the respective previous year 
on the Closing Gross block of assets of the respective years {excluding 
additions during the year) to arrive at the Repairs and Maintenance cost for 
the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. 


In addition, 2/o of the value of the additions to the fixed assets estimated to 
be added in the year 2010-11 to 2012-13 is also added to the figure of 
Repairs and Maintenance cost as calculated above 


As discussed earlier, the benefit of the Efficiency gain arising out of reduction in the 
variable cost, was estimated and allowed to CCTPL in the tariff Order of June 2008 
While analyzing the past performance, this benefit has been considered on the actual 

nfth 0 Pff- he years . 2097 t0 2009 - The CCTPL has proposed to perpetuate the effect 
of the Efficiency gam allowed in the tariff Order of June 2008 for the subsequent years 
also. In this regard, it may be relevant to mention here that the benefit arisinq out of 
!f 6 9 rnff Cy gain as per the stipulation made at Clause 2.4.1 of the tariff guidelines 
of 2005, has already been passed on to CCTPL in the last tariff Order of June 2008 in 
the years 2007 to 2009, For the current tariff cycle, the benefit of efficiency gain if 
any, will have to be determined by comparing the relevant items of cost incurred 
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during 2007 to 2009 (covered by the tariff Order of June 2008) with the corresponding 
relevant items of actual cost incurred during the period 2004 and 2005 (covered by 
the tariff Order of May 2004). Hence, it is not correct to extend the benefit arising out 
of the efficiency gain in the last Order in the current tariff cycle also. 

(xiv). The CCTPL has also claimed the benefit of efficiency gain in respect of power cost, 
fuel cost, insurance and ITV hire charges to be factored in the current tariff cycle. The 
CCTPL has furnished workings for its claim of Efficiency gain calculated at ?34/- per 
TEU i.e. ^10.65 per TEU in respect of 1 power cost, T14.44 per TEU in respect of fuel 
cost, X5.50 per TEU in respect of ITV 1 hire charges and T3.79 per TEU in respect of 
Insurance. 

The approach adopted by CCTPL to make a comparison of the relevant items of cost 
incurred during 2007 to 2009-10 with fie corresponding relevant items of actual cost 
incurred during the years 2004 and 2005, is found to be in line with the approach 
adopted in the June 2008 Order of CCTPL 

Though the CCTPL has worked out the efficiency gain based on the variable 
component of the relevant cost, it has not based the calculation of cost reduction on 
the consumption of resources, inspite pf a query in this regard. It may be recalled that 
in the June 2008 Order of CCTPL, the efficiency gain was worked out on the reduction 
in consumption of power, fuel, hire charges etc. Though the CCTPL has furnished 
working, it was not found useful. The Efficiency gain has been quantified based on the 
position relied upon in the June 2008 Qrder of CCTPL. 

(a) . Power cost: 

As stated earlier, the actual, average power consumption as reported by 
CCTPL is 6.09 units per TEU during the years 2007 to 2009-10. The average 
power consumption is 8.01 units per TEU for the years 2004 and 2005, as 
recorded in the June 2008 Order of CCTPL and also in the past. Accordingly, 
there is a reduction in the powpr consumption per TEU by 1.92 units. As such, 
50% of the Efficiency gain at p.96 unit per TEU at the escalated unit rate of 
electricity on the estimated traffic of 1061136 TEUs is allowed for each of the 
years 2010-11 to 2012-13. It Is to be noted that the estimates of power cost 
for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 rely upon the power consumption of 6.09 
units. 

(b) . Fuel cost: . ; 

The actual average fuel consumption as reported by CCTPL is 2.75 litres per 
TEU during the years 2007 to,2009-10. The average fuel consumption is 3.60 
litres per TEU for the years 2004 and 2005, as recorded in the June 2008 
Order of CCTPL and also in the. past. Accordingly, there is a reduction in the 
fuel consumption per TEU by 0155 litres. As such, 50% of the Efficiency gain 
at 0.425 litres per TEU at the escalated unit rate of fuel on the estimated 
traffic of 1061136 TEUs is allowed for each of the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. 
It is to be noted that the estimates of fuel cost for the years 2010-11 to 2012- 
13 rely upon the fuel consumption of 2.50 litres. 

(c) . ITV Hire charges: 

The per TEU ITV hire chargee for the years 2007 to 2009-10 considered for 
calculation of Efficiency Gairj is Rs.84.39 per TEU. As per the stipulation 
made in the Guidelines, the bjenefit of Efficiency can be given to an operator 
only if it continues to project the future cost at a reduced level. The CCTPL 
has considered a rate of Rs,85/- per TEU for estimating ITV hire charges 
(discussed in the later part of the Note). This does not fit into the guideline 
position. 
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(d) Insurance: 

To a query to CCTPL to establish as to how the efficiency has an impact on 
the insurance cost, the CCTPL has attempted to relate the reduction in 
Insurance cost achieved due to implementation of safety measures. However, 
the linkage between reduction in insurance cost and the volume handled is 
not established by CCTPL. Hence, the question of Efficiency gain in respect 
of Insurance does not arise. 

The amount allowed to CCTPL on account of the Efficiency Gain works out to 
*243.05 lakhs, ?252.18 lakhs and ?261.67 lakhs for the years 2010-11 to 
2012-13 respectively. 


(xv). 


CCTPL has considered 27% of the revenue estimated by it (net of rebate/ discounts) 
for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 as revenue share payable to the Licensor, CHPT. 

For the reasons stated earlier, 27% revenue share is calculated on the revised qross 
operating income. a 


a). The CCTPL has estimated T1063.24 lakhs, ?900.01 lakhs and ?883.92 lakhs 
towards Equipment hire charges for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. The 
Equipment hire charges are seen to be in respect of hire of Inter Terminal 
Vehicle (ITV), Fork lifts and Yard patrolling Vehicles. The CCTPL has 
furnished contract copies in respect of hire of the said vehicles. 

(b) In respect of the ITV, the rate as mentioned in the contract is T85/- per TEU 
for a three year period from July 2009 to June 2011. This per TEU rate is 
considered for the year 2010-11. For the subsequent years, the rate of ?85 
per TEU is taken as base and escalated by 3.76% taking the rate of the 
respective previous year as base. 


(c). For the hire of Forklifts, the contract copy furnished by CCTPL shows the rate 
in respect of hire of forklifts at ?67500/- per forklift per month for the period 
from 1 January 2009 to 31 December 2009 and mentions a rate of ^69400/- 
per forklift per month for the period from 1 January 2010 to 31 December 
2010. The contract also makes a mention about hire of 6 forklifts The hire 

° f ?69400/ " P er forklift P er mon * h ^ taken as base and escalated by 
3.76 /o per annum, taking the rate for the respective previous year as base. 

^ !?^ spect of the V ard patrolling vehicles, the contract copy furnished by 
CCTPL is for the period from 1 January 2009 to 31 December 2009 The rate 
as mentioned in the said contract copy is ?233898/- per month for hire of yard 
patrolling vehicles. The hire charge of ?233898/- per month is taken as base 
and escalated by 3.76% per annum, taking the rate for the respective 
previous year as base H 


(xvii). 


^ e rSPI^ L | ,aS - not furn ' sksecl workings to arrive at the estimated insurance cost The 
CC TPL has furnished copies of the Insurance policy documents. The Insurance policy 
is for the period from 1 October 2009 to 30 September 2010 . However the estimates 
of insurance cost furnished by CCTPL at T13O.50 lakhs, ? 126 . 4 * lakhs and *126 32 

fu?ish£d hvrrTPi 21 ir 10 " 11 t0 »!° 12 " 13 C ° Uid not be l,nked tc document 

furnished by CCTPL It is seen that as compared to the actual Insurance cost for the 

ye^r 2009-10 at ^ 191.30 lakhs, the estimates for the years 2010 - 11 to 2012-13 are on 

a lower side and the estimates furnished by CCTPL are considered. 


(xviii). As reported by CCTPL, the Other Expenses comprise of Lashing charges, Security 
charges, CFS Service cost, STP Maintenance cost, Cost of Checkers etc The CCTPL 
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has not furnished the cost breakup for,the total amount of Other Expenses. Some of 
the cost items like Lashing, CFS service cost depends upon the volume of traffic, 
whereas the other items of cost included under the head of ‘Other Expenses’ are fixed 
in nature. Though the CCTPL has furnished Contract copies in respect of the said 
items of cost, it is not found possible t© oorrelate the rates mentioned in the Contract 
with the individual cost items. In the absence of details for individual cost items, the 
actual j:er TEU rate for the year 2009-1p is taken as base and escalated by 3.76% per 
annum or the subsequent years, taking the previous year as base. 

(xix) . With reference to payment of Technipal service Fee (TSF), as stated earlier, the 

Income tax authorities have allowed; this expenditure in the assessment for the 
financial year 2004-05 and relying op the assessment made by the Income Tax 
authority regarding payment of technical service fee by CCTL to the associated 
enterprises in the past, it can be reasonably presumed that such payment will be 
similarly treated for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 also. 

The estimate of ^329.87 lakhs furnished by CCTPL for the year 2010-11 is relied 
upon. From the actuals and estimates of TSF furnished by CCTPL for the past and 
the future, it appears that the TSF isidirectly proportional to the Operating Income. 
Accordingly, since the operating income ^estimates for the years 2011-12 and 2012-13 
is maintained at the level of income for the year 2010-11, the amount of TSF as 
furnished by CCTPL for the year 2010-11 is considered for the years 2011-12 and 
2012-13 also, subject to the condition that CCTPL will produce at the time of next 
review income tax assessment orders for each of the years to show that the 
concerned authorities have allowed * this expenditure. If such evidence is not 
produced, estimated expenditure allowed now will be set off in the next tariff review of 
CCTPL. 

(xx) . The Management and Administration Overheads mainly comprises of Salary of 

Management staff and the related Staff welfare expense, as reported by CCTPL. The 
estimated management and administration overheads for the year 2010-11 is around 
21% more than the actuals for the year 2009-10. Similarly, the estimate of said 
Overheads for the years 2011-12 and 2012-13 is around 15% more than the 
estimated expenditure of the respective previous years. The reasoning given by 
CCTPL is vague. This Authority has been moderating the Management and 
Administration Overheads incase of other private terminals like GTIPL applying the 
applicable escalation factor. The actuals of 2009-10 is taken as base and escalated 
by 3.76% per annum over the figures of the respective previous years. 

(xxi) . As stated by CCTPL, the General Overheads comprise of Repairs and maintenance 

of Building, Yard, Wharf and Pavements Electricity of Admin Building, Office Cleaning 
Charges, Printing & Stationary, Travel and Marketing Expenses, Communication 
Cost, Professional Charges - Audit Fes$ and Legal Charges, Hardware & Software 
Maintenance and Licence Cost. In the absence of any justification for seeking a higher 
escalation, the actuals for the year 2009-10 is taken as base and escalated by 3.76% 
per annum over the figures of the respective previous years. 

(xxii). As reported by CCTPL, it has already written off the preliminary expenses following 
the normal accounting norms. Hence It has not shown the write off in its Cost 
statement. It has requested this Authority to agree to the book basis of write off. In this 
context, it may be relevant to mention that at the time of the initial fixation of tariff, this 
Authority had decided to spread the : preliminary expenses over the entire project 
period for reasons explained in the relevant Order. A review petition filed by CCTL in 
this regard was rejected by this Authority. This issue has already been analyzed in 
detail in the earlier Orders and no extraordinary circumstance is found to emerge now 
warranting any deviation from the approach adopted earlier. An amount of T38.28 
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(xxiii). 


(xxiv). 


(xxv). 


. . " 


lakhs per annum as considered at the time of last review of tariff is now considered for 
the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. 


Under Finance and Miscellaneous Income, the CCTPL has estimated under the head 
‘Others’ income to the tune of ^110 lakhs during the year 2010-11 and Profit on sale 
of assets to the tune of ?70 lakhs in the year 2011-12. The CCTPL has stated that the 
profit is on account of sale of Quay crane. Similarly, the CCTPL has estimated Loss 
on sale of assets to the tune of ?296 lakhs in the year 2010-11 under the head ot 
Finance and Miscellaneous Expenses. The CCTPL has not furnished the basis for the 
estimates for the profit or loss on sale of assets. The estimate of profit and loss on 
sale of assets is not considered in the cost statement. However, the profit or loss on 
sale of assets at actuals, if any, will be considered while reviewing the past period 
performance during the next review. 

The Finance and Miscellaneous Income also comprises of the discounted terminal 
value. As per the provisions of the Licence Agreement, the CCTPL is entitled to 
receive a separation amount of US$ 1 million from the CHPT. Recognising that the 
payment would be due for 30 years, the annualised present value for the years 2010- 
11 to 2012-13 is arrived at by applying a discount factor of 12.75% and by considering 
the exchange rate of ^45.77 per US$. The discounting rate of 12.75% to arrive at the 
net present value is selected bearing in mind the prevailing PLR rate. 

With regard to the terminal value in respect of the equipments having a residual life of 
more than five years, this Authority in the June 2008 Order of CCTPL has decided to 
consider the terminal value in respect of the equipments in the last 2 or 3 tariff cycles 
of CCTL when the position may become clearer. 

The Capita! Employed comprising of Net Fixed Assets and Working Capital are 
analysed in the following paragraphs: 

(a). Fixed Assets: 

(i). Year 2010-11: 

The CCTPL has proposed additions to the tune of ^15.58 crores in 

t he following manner: _ 


No. 

Particulars 

X in Lakhs 

1 . 

Network Infrastructure 

100.00 

2. 

ITV Monitoring System 

350.00 

3. 

— 

Gate Automation 

500.00 

4. 

Civil Work 

26.00 

5. 

Furniture & Fixtures 

20 00 

6. 

• IT Hardware & Software 

502.20 


TOTAL | 1633.20 " j 


With reference to the capital additions in the year 2010-11, the 
CCTPl h s* fornichcd Quotations obtained by it. It is seen that some 
the Quotations furnished by CCTPL in support of its additions have 
been obtained for its group concerns viz. NSICT, India Gateway 
Terminals Private Limited (IGTPL) etc. The CCTPL has stated that 
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the rates mentioned in Jhe Quotations obtained for the group 
concerns may be considered as supporting documents for their 
estimates of capital additions. The statement made by CCTPL in this 
regard is relied upon arid accordingly the capital additions as 
proposed by CCTPL for tfce years 2010-11 are considered in the 
analysis: j . 

(ii). Year 2011-12: 

The CCTPL has proposed ^additions to the tune of ?51.97 crores in 
the following manner: 


No. 

Particulars 

f 

? in Lakhs 

1 . 

Motor Vehicles 

6.00 

2. 

Furniture & Fixture^ 

- } 

6.00 

3. 

Office Equipment • 

23.00 

4. 

Refurbishment of Yard 7 

2000.00 

5. 

Energisation of Repfeir Stack 

100.00 

6. 

Workshop Tools I 

250.00 

7. 

Reach Stacker/ Eir^pty Handler 

200.00 

8. 

RTG f 

2600.00 

9. 

IT Hardware 

12.00 


TOTAL 

5197.00 


One of the major investment proposed by CCTPL during the year 
2011-12 is towards Refurbishment of Yard to the tune of ?20 crores. 
The CCTPL has stated that pwing to major undulations, it is required 
to undertake refurbishment of Yard 7 and balance cross over 
between Yard 6 and 7 so afe to ensure proper running of RTG’s on 
the track in the said area. Th£ CCTPL has added that this will not add 
to its capacity. Inspite of a specific query to CHPT, the CHPT has not 
furnished its comments on tlje refurbishment of yard as proposed by 
CCTPL. The investment proppsed in this regard is taken into account. 

The other major investment ip in the form of purchase of new RTGs in 
replacement of the existing jones. The CCTPL has stated that the 
replacement of RTGs is as, per the Licence Agreement. Even the 
CHPT has endorsed the replacement of the RTGs by CCTPL. As 
such, the investment to the tupe of ?26 crores is considered. 

The other investments as proposed by the CCTPL during the year 
2011-12 are also taken into account. 
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(iii). Year 2012-13: 

The CCTPL has proposed additions to the tune of ^11.87 crores in 
the following manner: 


No. 

Particulars 

X in Lakhs 

1. 

RTG 

900.00 

2 

Office Equipment & Furniture 

350 00l 

3. 

IT Hardware & Software 

500.00 


TOTAL 

1187.00 


Purchase of new RTGs is in replacement of the existing ones. For the 
reasons stated in the preceding paragraph, the investment to the tune 
of crores is considered. The other investments as proposed by the 
CCTPL during the year 2012-13 are also taken into account. 

(b). Working Capital: 

(i) . The CCTPL has stated that as per the provisions of the Major Port 

Trust Act, the charges to the port are payable before availing the 
services. However, in its scale of rates, since it is indicated that "the 
delay in payment by the users will be counted only 10 days after the 
date of raising the bills by CCTPL", this clause has been understood 
to mean a 10 day credit period to the customers. In view of the above, 
the CCTPL has requested this Authority to remove the clause from its 
Scale of Rates and instead replace it with a specific clause that the 
payments are to be made in advance in line with the MPT Act. As a 
result, the CCTPL has considered 7 day turnover as Debtors at any 
point of time. 

In this regard, it is noteworthy that the CCTPL during the proceedings 
relating to the last Review application had requested this Authority to 
consider 12 days annual revenue as sundry debtors. However, as 
recorded by this Authority in the Review Application Order of June 
2008, that in the proceedings before this Authority relating to the 
representations made by the port user organisations for waiver of 
charge on containers, which could not be cleared during the strike 
period at CCTL (Order dated 30 September 2004), the CCTL 
confirmed that it maintains Deposit accounts of the users. This shows 
that CCTL realizes money in advance from the port users and there 
may not be any occasion for port charges outstanding with the users 
even for a day. In view of the above, the request made by CCTPL to 
consider 7 day turnover as Debtors is not acceded to. 

(ii) . The CCTPL has stated that the eligible Minimum Alternate Tax credits 

under Income Tax Act, Advance Taxes paid, CENVAT Credit, 
advances paid to suppliers and Expenses like Insurance premium 
incurred in the normal course of business has been considered as 
prepayments under Current Assets. Clause 5 (iv) of the Order dated 
30 September 2008 notified by this Authority refining certain areas of 
the existing approach/ practice followed in tariff setting exercise of 
Major Port Trust and private terminals stipulates that the prepayments 
and advances to be made by the private operators as per the Licence 
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Agreement will be reecjgriised as the limit for Sundry Debtors to the 
extent they are otherwise permissible as pass through. Advance 
payment of revenue share/ Royalty to the landlord port will be 
recognised as part of Sundry Debtors only if and to the extent such 
revenue share/ Royalty is considered as pass through in tariff. The 
items considered by CCTPL as Prepayments are not Cost items 
considered as pass through in the tariff fixation exercise. Therefore, 
consideration of the saifl items as part of Current assets does not fall 
within the guideline position. 

However, as discussedjearlier and as per the Guideline position, the 
monthly royalty amount calculated for a MGT of 5 lakh TEUs and 50% 
of the lease rentals considered in the Cost statement for the years 
2010-11 to 2012-13 is qonsidered as pre-payment forming part of the 
Current assets for all the years under consideration. 

(iii). The CCTPL has not famished workings for the figure of Inventory 
considered by it in thej Cost statement. It has confirmed that the 
Inventory is computed ^s per norms specified under Clause 2.9.9 of 
the tariff guidelines oil 2005 by considering one year’s average 
consumption of spares {excluding fuel. The amount as estimated by 
the CCTPL as Inventory!is relied upon. 

• (iv). Cash balance has bfen calculated at one month’s operating 
expenses including overheads. 

(v). The CCTPL has furnished the figure of current liabilities for the years 
2010-11 to 2012-13. ]The figures as furnished by CCTPL are 
considered in the analysis. - 

(c). Subject to the above, the estimated Working Capital results in a negative 
figure. Even the CCTPL has determined its Working Capital to be negative. 

However, it has reduced the negative working capital from the figure of the 
Net Block of assets. Since the Working Capital is negative, it has been taken 
as NIL in the analysis. In other! words, the Capital Employed for the years 
2010-11 to 2012-13 consists of only Net Block of assets at ^37224.40 lakhs 
?36510.30 lakhs and ^31919.20 jakhs. 

I 

(xxvi). Clause 2.7.1 of the revised tariff guidelines stipulates that incase of private terminals, 
depreciation has to be allowed on straight tine method with life norms adopted as per 
the Companies Act, 1956 or based on Jhe life norms prescribed in the Concession 
Agreement whichever is higher. The CCTPL has confirmed that it has considered the 
rates for depreciation as prescribed in tfje Companies Act. As stated earlier, CCTPL 
has proposed additions to the capital assets during the years 2010-11 to 2012-13. 

Since the CCTPL has not furnished the date of commissioning of the proposed 
additions, 50% of the depreciation is considered in.the respective initial year of the 
commissioning of the assets. 


(xxvii). Return on the Capital Employed at the raie of 16% is allowed for the years 2010-11 to 
2012-13. ‘ 
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(xxviii).(a). Subject to the above discussions, the Cost statement has been modified. The 
modified Cost statement is attached as Annex -I. The results disclosed in the 
Cost statement are summarized below: 

in Crores) 


Particulars 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

Total 

Operatinq Income 

295.97 

296.53 

296.53 

889 03 

Net Surplus 

32.81 

58.75 

61.74 

153.30 

Net Surplus as a percentage 
of Operating Income 

11.09% 

19.81% 

20.82% 

17.24% 

(Average) 
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case for granting any increase in tariff as proposed by the CCTPL. There is 
infact a strong case to effect a reduction in the existing level of tariff at 
CCTPL. It is to be kept in view that the surplus arises mainly on account of set 
off of additional past surplus. A part of the additional past surplus represents 
the amount already collected in the past over and above the amount that 
should have been collected as per the Cost plus approach. Adjustment of 
lease rentals allowed in the past flows from the Arbitration Award, which was 
confirmed by the Hon'ble High Court of Madras. 


The Net Surplus of ^153.30 crores is to be adjusted by effecting a reduction in 
the existing tariff over the remaining tariff validity period of 2 years i.e. 2011 - 
12 and 2012-13. 


The Operating Income at the existing level of tariff for the said two years is 
^593.06 crores. Thus, to adjust the surplus of ?153.30 crores in the said two 
years, the existing tariff is to be reduced by 25.85%, at the estimated level of 
expenditure shown in the Cost statement. It has to be recognized that the 
Cost statement is drawn up, with estimated revenue share is calculated as a 
percentage of the estimated income at the existing level of tariff. Any 
reduction in the existing tariff will result in a reduction in the income and as a 
result, corresponding reduction in the amount of revenue share and technical 
service fee payable. Thus, after taking into account this factor, the reduction 
to be effected works out to the extent of 35.05%, which is explained below: 

(Figures in Percentage) 


Surplus 


25.85 

Revenue share impact on the above (25.85 * 27%) 

6.98 


Revenue share impact on the above (6.98 * 27%) 

1.88 


Impact due to Technical Service fee 

0.34 

9.20 

Percentage reduction warranted 


35.05 


(d). An across the board reduction of 35% in the existing level of tariff at CCTPL 
is, therefore, effected. It is noteworthy that the main reason for the tariff 
reduction is adjustment of past surplus which has been carried out in terms of 
the tariff guidelines, earlier tariff order and the Arbitration Award concerning 
lease rentals. In so far as rewarding efficiency, the efficiency gains are 
allowed in expenditure estimates as provided in the tariff guidelines. In its 
letter of 24 November 2009, CCTPL attributes its performance mainly to 
investment in equipment and process re-engineering. The investment made 
and proposed to be made by CCTPL in new facilities/ replacement is fully 
considered before quantifying the revenue surplus, which determined the tariff 
adjustment. 
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(e). Out of the total past surplus .assessed at n 87.06 crores, ?74.83 crores is 
adjusted during the years 201 jl-12 and 2012-13 of the current tariff cycle and 
an unadjusted balance surplus to the tune of tl 12.23 crores will be adjusted 
in the next tariff cycle of CCTPL. 

f . 

(xxix). It may be recalled that this Authority in; the CCTPL Order of March 2007 had advised 
CCTPL to gear up its internal system $o that it can draw up its proposal supported by 
cost details for individual activities at the time of next review of its tariff. While 
respondi ig to a query in this regard, the CCTPL has reported that it does not maintain 
Activity based costing and hence cannot provide the requisite details. It is surprising to 
note that a terminal of high calibre is not in a position to furnish activity based costing. 
The CCTPL is again advised to gear qp its internal system so that it can draw up its 
proposal supported by cost details for individual activities at the time of next review of 
its tariff. 

(xxx). The CCTPL has stated that since it h$s proposed to delete the note contained in its 
Scale of Rates wherein it is stated that the delay in payment by the users will be 
counted only 10 days after the datp of raising the bills by CCTPL, it has also 
requested to delete the note prescribing the rate of penal interest. 

The CCTPL has stated that as per the'provisions of the Major Port Trust Act, the 
service charges to the port are payable before availing the services. However, in its 
scale of rates, since it is indicated thjat the delay in payment by the users will be 
counted only 10 days after the date <j>f raising the bills by CCTPL, this clause has 
been understood to mean a 10 day credit period to the customers. In view of the 
above, the CCTPL has requested this Authority to remove the clause from its Scale of 
Rates and instead replace it with a specific clause that the payments are to be made 
in advance in line with the MPT Act. 

The note referred by CCTPL not only jstates that the delay in payment by the users 
will be counted only 10 days after th# date of raising the bills by CCTPL but also 
specifies that the said provision will nbt apply to the case where payment is to be 
made before availing of the services/ use of port properties as stipulated in the MPT 
Act, 1963 and/ or prescribed as a condition in the Scale of rates. This note is in line 
with the provision contained in Clause 218.3. of the tariff guidelines of 2005 In view 
of the above, the request made by CCTPL to delete the said note is not acceded to. 

The proposed general note 2.6(ii) prescribing rate of penal interest on delayed 
payments/ refunds is also retained and modified to reflect the applicable penal rate of 
interest at 14.75% in terms of prevailing Prime Lending Rate of State Bank of India at 
12.75% as stipulated at Clause 2.18.2 df the revised tariff guidelines. 

(xxxi).The tariff guidelines of 2005 stipulate that tariff should be linked to benchmark levels of 
productivity. CCTPL has stated that it |as improved its crane productivity in 2009 to 
more than 27 moves per hour per quay crane. The CCTPL has stated that this may be 
incorporated in its Scale of Rates. Accordingly, the existing note 2.12 is suitably 
modified to reflect the crane productivity* at 27 moves per hour. 

(xxxii). The CCTPL has proposed that the changes for the services rendered at the CCTPL 
CFS may be denominated in Indian Rupees. While responding to a query that the 
Charges leviable at CFS are already prescribed in Indian Rupee, the CCTPL has 
stated that it intends to prescribe the dpllar denominated rate for Stuffing/ Destuffing 
of cargo prescribed at Section 3.2.3 in Indian Rupee. The CCTPL has reasoned that 
the customers of CCTPL CFS have expressed the opinion that the charges levied for 
services rendered at the CFS be denominated in INR alone as it will enable them to 
quote rates to the passengers returning; from abroad with the baggage with a greater 
degree of certainty. The CCTPL has further added that this will npt have any variation 
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in revenue estimates. Considering that there is no pointed objection from the users 
and keeping in view that this will not alter revenue estimates as reported by the 
terminal, the proposal of CCTPL to prescribe rate for Stuffing/ Destuffing in Indian 
Rupee terms is approved. 

(xxxiii).The CCTPL has proposed to reduce the free days allowed for import containers to 2 
days from the existing 3 days. The CCTPL has stated that due to the various 
improvements in the process of CCTPL have enabled import dwell time to be reduced 
to an average of one day only. Additionally, the CCTPL has sought to dispense the 
exclusion of customs holidays falling within the free days from the calculation of free 
days, since the ACP importers are not affected by customs holidays, if any, due to 
various improvements in procedures introduced by the customs for the ACP clients. 

The users have opposed the reduction in free days as proposed by the CCTPL. The 
HCC has stated that there are several hurdles like lack of free movement of trucks & 
Trailers, lack of connecting road facilities, etc and as a result the ground realities 
suggest that it takes more than 3 to 5 days to evacuate the containers. Inspite of a 
specific query to furnish a detailed dwell time analysis and to explain how the existing 
free period is detrimental in achieving the optimal yard capacity assessed, the CCTPL 
has not furnished the requisite information. It has also not quantified the additional 
income that would be realized by it on account of the reduction in the dwell time of 
import containers. In view of the above, the request of CCTPL is not acceded to 
As per the stipulation contained in Clause 4.5 of the tariff guidelines of 2005, free 
days allowed shall be exclusive of customs notified holidays and port non-working 
days. In this backdrop, the request of CCTPL to dispense the exclusion of customs 
holidays falling within the free days from the calculation of free days is not in line with 
the tariff guidelines. 

(xxxiv).ln view of the request made by a largest exporter of tobacco, the CCTPL has proposed 
to reduce the existing rate of ^2200 per 40 ft container for facilitating fumigation of 
tobacco containers to ?1000 per 40 ft container. 

The users have endorsed the proposal of CCTPL to have lower rates for fumigation of 
tobacco containers. The reduction in income on account of prescribing lower rate for 
fumigation is quantified at ?11 lakhs per annum by CCTPL. The proposal of CCTPL is, 
therefore, approved. 

(xxxv).Another new tariff proposed to be introduced by the terminal is towards Stuck twist lock 
removal at ^1000/- per twist lock removal. According to CCTPL, this requires the 
' container to be segregated on wheel and special equipment and deployment of 
additional resources so as to enable removal of the jammed twist lock in a time critical 
fashL,., Loforc it is sent to the ya r d for stacking. The CCTPL has stated that since the 
service is optional, the revenue realization for the said new service will be negligible. 

The CEPSAA have opposed the proposed charge on the ground :hat the charge is 
part of the stevedore responsibility taken up by CCTPL and supposedly is built into 
the QC/ gantry charges already prescribed in the tariff. The rate of ?1000/- proposed 
by the CCTPL is on the ground that the outside agencies charge <2000/- for the said 
service, To a query to furnish documentary scippeP in sespect u» the claim that the 
trade pays around T2Q00./~ for clearing jammed locks, rise CCTPL ns-c stated that they 
are given to understand that the lates charged by other-CPE's for the said work is 
T2C00/-. The CCTPL has not furnished any cost details/ justification for the proposed 
rate. As a result, the proposed rate for Stuck twist lock removal at ^1000/- is not 
approved 

(xxxvi).The CCTPL has proposed to levy a charge of ^250/- per 20’ container towards 
Weighment of containers, on account of a request from Chennai Customs to carry out 
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weighment of import containers before it is gated out of the terminal. The CCTPL has 
stated that the service is optional and as such it does not expect many takers for this 
service. The CCTPL has not given any cost details to arrive at the proposed rate of 

'250/- per TEU. As such, this Authqrity is not in a position to approve the proposed 
rate. . 

(xxxvii).ln its proposal the CCTPL has proposed to levy a charge equal to 15 times of the quay 
crane handling plus container wharfage plus cargo wharfage chargeable for 40 ft 
length of ODC containers incase of Excessive over-dimensional containers including 
conta.ners exceeding 40 MT in grosslweight 

The nrs have objected to the; proposed rate for handling excessive over- 
dimensionjl containers. The CCTPLlhais pointedly addressed the objection raised by 
the users in this regard. Inspite of a Specific query in this regard, the CCTPL has not 
furnished the cost of providing service for the excessive over-dimensional containers. 
In the absence of cost details, this Authority is not in a position to approve the 
proposed rates for the said service. 

I 8 ’ a a ln * the resu,t ’ and for the rea sons given above, and based on a collective application of 
mind, this Authority approves the revised Scale of Rafes of the CCTPL which is attached as Annex-ll v 

1 £ „ re £ ised Sca,e of Rates and conditionalities of the CCTPL will come into effect 

! X o P n7o 0f rl 5 days from the date of notification inlthe Gazette of India and shall be in force till 31 
th^ Authority ^ appr ° Val accorded win automatically lapse thereafter unless specifically extended by 

H ^' . The vaNdity of the existing Scale of Rates of the CCTPL is deemed to have been 

extended beyond 30 September 2010 till the effective date of implementation of the revised Scale of 
Rates, in terms of the earlier extension Order. 

, This Authorit y has relied u P° n the estimates for the years 2010-11 to 2012-13 
Additional surplus, if any, arising due to variation in actual performance in the said years will be 
governed by the provisions of Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 in the next review. 

4 *. a u Th 5 tariff tPe CCTPL has been fbaed relying on the information furnished by the 
operator and based on assumptions made as explained in the analysis. If this Authority, at any time 
during the prescribed tariff validity period, finds that the actual position varies substantially from the 
° r there ,' S deviation from the assumptions accepted herein, this Authority may 
re f£? TL - f a p I°P osa ahead of the sched ule to review its tariff and to set-off the advantage 
as per the revised tariff guidelines accrued on account of such variations in the revised tariff. 

In this regard the CCTL is required to furnish to this Authority i its annual accounts and 
performance report within 60 days of closing of the : respective accounting year. If CCTL fails fb' " 
provide such information within the stipulated time pefac^-tb# CHRf-Vhay^ 
agamst CCTL. In the event, this Authority may proce*d“suo ffiOtu to review fhe tariff dTC^TL. This 

ncul!i’ vanatl ° n w ‘l l a,so be made at the time of the next general review atthe end : of the : 

usual tariff validity period and adjustment bf addition^ surplus will be made ih lirfe WHfi tHfe q tevl^fed 
tariff guidelines in the tariff to be fixed for thfc next~rrr : - 
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Annex-I 


CHENNAI CONTAINER TERMINAL PRIVATE LIMITED 


Scenario 2 : Consolidated Income & Cost statement, when past surplus is set off over a period of five years. 


(Rs. In Lakhs) 


Sr.No. 

Particulars 

Actuals 

Estimates at the existing level 
of tariff as given by CCTPL 

Estimates at existing level of 
tariff as moderated by us 

2,007 

2,008 


2009 

9 Months 

■UjXMH 

2010-11 * 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

mmm 


■on 


BpBflM 





■■ 

mmm 



rr^ 


■hkK-i-xl 



issues 

wtwam 



Kiwmiii 


■KilEl-l 

KE31Egil 

[^BrTl 


IBBE^H 


hb 



m^m 

tfiSH 

WBBm 

■■ 

MHI 


Ti 

Total Operating Income 













Container fiandling income 

25873.01 

31042.50 

7760 63 

24268.82 

8089.61 

28694.87 

23396 35 

22087.43 

29596 86 

2965346 

29653.46 


Total 

25873.01 

31042.50 

7760.63 

24268.82 

8089.61 

28694.87 

23396.35 

22087.43 

29696.86 

29653.46 

29653.46 

B^B 
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ngiii^B 


^mm 



Pi 


MB 

Operating Costs {excluding depreciation) 













Operating & Direct Labour 

817.20 

865.53 

216.38 

717.35 

239.12 

1301.05 

1422.84 

1558 64 

1300 02 

1348 90 

1399.62 


Maintenance Labour 

390 32 

407 60 

101.90 

309.60 

103.20 

481.48 

553 71 

636 76 

474 86 

492 71 

511.24 


Equipment Running Costs 

■ETftlJI 




T EHZ 



Wmm 

■iHHEKl 

■*2510 



Efficiency Gain 

466 53 

540.63 

135.16 

420.21 

0 00 
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~t- 

Royalty / revenue share 

6992 34 

8417.20 

2104.30 

6582.32 

2194.11 

7747.61 

6917.01 

5963.61 

7991.15 

8006.43 

8006.43 


Equipment Hire 

895 46 

1080.98 

270.25 

768.22 

256.07 

1063.24 

900 01 

883.92 

980.03 

1017 94 

1056.22 


Lease Rentals 

881 59 

881.59 

220.40 

661.19 

220 40 

881.59 

681.59 

881.59 

3.26 

4 08 

4.24 

» 

insurance 

198 59 

184.76 

46.19 


47 82 

130.59 

126.48 

126.32 

130 59 

126 48 

126.32 



439 61 

530.23 

132.56 

333.61 

111.20 

568 17 

578 97 

610.09 

430.24 

446.41 

463.20 


Technical Service Fes 

324.78 

408.85 

102.21 

321 B3 

107.28 

329.87 

274.87 

254.37 

329.87 

•330.50 

330.50 


Total 

13370.07 

15399.41 

3849.85 

11685.01 

3754.93 

15846.21 

14058.57 

13973.23 

14135.01 

14464.59 

14819.00 
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flfl^BB 



■irn 

Depreciation 

2325 60 

2536.13 

634.03 

3171.12 

1057.04 

4945 67 

5910 07 

5777.75 

4915 50 

5710.80 

5730.001 
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Overheads 
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Management & Administration overheads 

272 34 

290.33 

72.58 

313 87 

104 62 

505 57 

581 41 

668.62 

434 23 

450.55 


\ 

General Overheads 

781.04 

892.17 

223.04 

661.85 

227.28 

943.32 

978.79 

1015 59 

■EZEEE 

978.79 

1015.59 

1' 

Preliminary expenses & Upfront Payment write-off 

38 28 

3828 

9.57 

wmm 

9 57 

0.00 

0.00 

0 00 

Hffl 

38.28 

38 28 


Total (I to iv) 

1091.66 


taBtfHE? 

1024.43 

341.48 

1448.89 

1560.19 

1684.21 


1467.62 

1521.37 

■ 
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Operating Surplus / (Deficit) (1) - (II) - (ill) - (IV) 


EXirratf 
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tese 
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wrnmm 
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HrisflB 
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fl^fl 

[ wsM'^m 

KB 

Finance & Miscellaneous Income (FMI) 















0 09 

0.02 

0.43 

0,14 

000 

70.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0 00 

0.00 

r— 

Discounted terminal value 

_ . 0.78 

0.90 

0.22 

0 66 

0.27 

0.00 

0 00 

0.00 

WmBmmE 

..1.27 

1.43 

r— 

Others 

■mz 


5 44 

m rr~ 

9 20 



0.00 

rniEEt 

0.00 

0.00 

MHI 


HU II 


5.69 


9.61 

«rnrr 

IBP 

0.00 

■ire 

1.27 

1.43 

B^BS 





■mb 


BBriflflB 
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^■■fl 
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Finance & Miscellaneous Expenses (FME) 






m ■ 









TI If 

47 04 

KE 

8 76 


0.00 

0 00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

96KB 


1.33 

KHE 

47.04 

11 II1 

8.76 


0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 
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B^^H 
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MEED 

0 85 

-186.00 

70.00 


UMiKKfe 

1 27 
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flflflBBI 
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^fl 
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Surplus Before Interest and Tax (V) ♦ (Vlll) 



T TT 
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8011.71 

H^23S2 
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BBflSflftf 






m 

rat 

Capital Employed 

■AETC-TE 

HiiU.lr 

MrEKEHEK 

gWifU* 

gWifiaHc) 
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H 11 
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■ 

■ 

KZK 

Return on Capital Employed 


■.-fadcM 



mi t - rir7? 

tehee 


5094.01 


HE22B 







1 . ■ 1 
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RUM 

Net Surplus / {Deficit) (IX) - (XIII) 




RBKK 

HFIFIT 


ktwtf 



Timm 






mmm 





m 
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mamm 

| 

ills 

18706.24 

.. 

2227 68 

2227 68 

2227.66 

- 

3741.25 

3741.25 




^B 

mmm 

msm 









Total Net Surplus/(Deficit) for Tariff Period 

bb 



! mmm 



-1648 77 

-2214.07 

3.280.87 

5874 56 

6174,26 

S>77g 


Bi 

■ 
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{■HSUS 

■SBi 

immi 


pv 

H*l S*j rplu* / (Deficit) as a % of operating 

fl 

fl 

fl 

fl 

fl 

pm 

-7.05% 

■10,02% 

[ 11.09% 

19 81% 

I- 

20.82% 

Imh 



■[ 


iB 

m 

B 

■ 


flvWP 


■HT 

|xvi 

L_ 

Average Net S irplus / (Deficit) as a % of 

operating Inccm; 


fl 

fl 

fl 

Ifl 

-2.65% 

17.24% 


lots: * Th* Figures lor the year 2010-11. contains actuals upto October 201 i) and estimates thereafter 
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CHENNAI CONTAINER TERMINAL PRIVATE LIMITED 
preface ; 

'»— ■— * - 

DEFINITIONS , 

In this Scale of Rates, unless the context otherwise requires, the fallowing definitions shall apply: 

“CCT* means Chennai Container Terminal. 

CCTPL' means Chennai Container Terminal Pvt Limited, a company Incorporated In India its successors and assigns. 

“CFS" means Container Freight Station at the CCT. 

‘--r—— 

*FCL* means Containers said to contain Fm Container Load. 

"Foreign-going Vessel" shall mean any vessel other than a coastal vessel. 

Hazardous container* means a Container containing hazardous goads as classified under I MO. 

“ICO" means Inland Container Depot 

"LCL" means Containers said to contain Less than fun Container Load (Container having cargo of mom than one importer/ 

“Over Dimensional Container* means a Container carrying over ttmferuionaf cargo beyond the norm* size of standard 
“P®*** de ' ric « 8 <•«> s*»gs, shackles, lifting beam, etc. Damaged Containers (inducing boxes having 
comer casting problem) aid Container requiring special devices for Wing is also classified as Over Dimensional Contaher. 

“Per day* means per calendar day or pat thereof. 

“Port* means Chennai Port Trust 

rneaf ^ 8 - 3 C °° , *‘ ner ' v * ltefl b®* 0rrter * d 1,10 twmlnal for export for a vessel as indicated by V1AN and Is 
not connected to the vessel for whatsoever reason. 7 

“Tonne" means one metric Tonne of 1,000 kiograms or one cubic metre. ; 

-Shipment container' means a Container discharged from one vessel, stored in CCT and transported through another 
“VIAN" means Vessel Identification Advise Number. 

prone to be affected by pests and which requires 

pesttcwes to decontaminate by the way of fumigation or degassing or both. 


r^Ste^fbv bihB ‘ ntr «^ ** *» Customs Department by which Importers 
Prortded Exceot C “®"* 8 ** form a MwN* category to which assured Mentation would be 

88tected * 3 m * om b*** by the RMS. or cases where specific 
r LT C ^ f ° bSWV9d P 8 " 8 "*^ non-compliance is required to be addressed, the 
*" baS< * * "* a88 * S5mert u a » 0 ^or of course, clearance would be 

< ^e!T th0 ^!T^ * 900,18 *"***■ ^ ****** ^ * avaUab * t0 ** 

regtstereo Accredted Clents at al the ports In the corntry where EDI end the RMS am operational 


/6/3& t)n — it 
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Customs Department expects that this measure will bring about reduction In the dwell time of cargo and transaction costs for 
such importers. Custom Houses may create separately earmarked facility/counters for providing customs clearance service 
to the Accredited Cfients. Commissioners of Customs are also required to work with the Custodians for earmarking separate 
storage space, handling facility and expeditious clearance procedures for these clients. Further IMG has also recommended 
faster delivery system by creating separate area in the port premises dearly earmarked for immediate delivery of cargo to 
specified accredited importers’. This programme has been defined in details in Customs Circular No. 42/2005-Cus dated 24th 
November 2005. 

GENERAL 

Containers less than and upto 20’ in length will be reckoned as one TEU for the purpose of tariff. 

Containers other than that of standard size requiring special devices / slings / handling will be charged as per 3.5 below. 
Such containers will also indude damaged containers and any other type requiring special devices. 


Container-related charges denominated in US dollar terms shall be colleded in equivalent Indian rupees. For this purpose, 
the market buying rate notified by the Reserve Bank of India, State Bank of India or its subsidiary or any other Public Sector 

Banks as may be specified from time to time prevalent on the dale of entry of the vessel into the Terminal (in case of import e 

containers) and on the date of arrival of containers in the Terminal premises (in case of export containers) shall be applied for 
re-conversion of the doUar-denominated charges into Indian rupees. 

All charges worked out shall be rounded off to the next higher rupee on the grand total of each bill. 


All Invoices are issued as due on presentation. Failure to pay may cause a lien to be placed on the goods handled at the 
Terminal and the responsible party may be denied further use of the Terminal until all outstanding charges have been paid. 

{i) The user shall pay penal interest on delayed payments of any charge under this Scale of Rates. Likewise, the CCTL shall 
pay penal interest on delayed refunds. 

(ij). The rate of penal interest will be 14.75% per annum. The penal rate chosen will apply to both the CCTL and the port-users 
equally. 

(iii). The delay in refunds will be counted only 20 days from the date of completion of services or on production of all the 
documents required from the users, whichever is later. 


(iv). 

The delay in payments by the users will be counted oniy 10 days after the date of raising the bills by the CCTL. This provision 
shall, however, not apply to the cases where payment is to be made before availing the services as stipulated in the Major 
Port Trusts Act and/or where payment of charges in advance is prescribed in this Scale of Rates 

(i) A foreign-going vessel of Indian flag having a General Trading Licence can convert to coastal run on the basis of a Customs 
Conversion Order. 

(ii) . A foreign going vessel of foreign flag can convert to coastal nm on the basis of a Coastal Voyage Licence issued by the 

Director General of Shipping. 

(iii) . In cases of such conversion, coastal rates shall be chargeable by the load port from the time the vessel starts loading coastal 

goods. 

(iv) . In cases of such conversion coastal rates shall be chargeable only tOI the vessel completes coastal cargo discharging 

operations; immediately thereafter, foreign going rates shall be changeable by the discharge ports. 

(v) . For dedicated Indian coastal vessels having a Coastal licence from the Director General of Shipping, no other documents will 

be required to be entitled to coastal rates. 

An LCL Container coming in and going out of the CCT as a unit load will be regarded as an FCL for the purpose of levying 
charges. 

Users shal not be required to pay charges for delays beyond a resonabie level attributable to the CCTL. 

Incase a vessel idles due to breakdown or non-availability of the shore based facilities of CCTL or any other reasons 
attifcutable to CCTL, rebate equivalent to berth hire charges payable to Chennai Port Trust accrued during the period of idling 
of vessel shat be avowed by CCTL. 

if a terminal user provides, with prior consent of CCTL, lashing/ unlashing gang for lashing operations of aN containers in the 
vessel then a rebate of Rs.21.45/- per container in handling charges prescribed in Section 3.1.1, 3.2.1,3.3.1 and 3.4 shall be 
a Bowed, subject to the terminal user agreeing to follow safety regulations. 

Theltoenchmark of the level of productivity will be 27 moves per hour per crane for handling of FCL , LCL and ICD import and 
expert containers by quay cranes as mentioned at Section 3,1.1,3.2.1 and 3.3.1, 
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3 CHARGES FOR C OMTAHiER OPERATIONS 

3 . 1 . Charges for IwtxWng FCL import and export containers «n<l empty container*. 

3.1.1. HandUng by Quay Crane Including tashlng/untashlng chargee. 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

US$ 

Coastal Vessel 

T 

Per FCL Container 



- Not exceedta 20* Hi length 

14.64 

369.04 

- Exceeding 20’ and upto 40* In length 

21.96 

553.32 

- Over 40* In length 

29.28 

737.92 

Per empty Container 



- Not exceeding 20* In lenath 

14.64 

369.04 

- Exceeding 20* and upto 40* in length 

21.96 

553.32 

- Over 40" In length 

29.26 

737.92 


Services Include handtag by quay crane and lashlng/unlaNiing. 

3.1.2. Transportation from QC to Yard A Vice Versa 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

* 

Coastal Vessel 

? 

Per FCL Container 



- Not exceeding 20* in lenath 

417.24 

250.35 

- Exceeding 20* and upto 40* in length 

625.84 

375.51 

- Over 4O’ Hi lenath 

834.48 

500.69 

Per empty Container 



• Not exceeding 20* in length 

206.64 

123.96 

- Exceeding 20* and upto 40" in length 

309.95 

185.97 

- Over 40’ in length 

413.27 

247.96 


Services Include transport to and from the quayside. 

3.1.3.(a) Handling at Container Yard including lift on/oft onto / from the Internal Transtar Vehicle 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

T 

Coastal Vessel 

T 

Per FCL Container 



- Not exceeding 20* In lenath 

230.57 

138.35 

- Exceeding 20* and upto 40 In length 

345.87 

207.52 

- Over 40* in length 

461.14 

278.68 

Per empty Container 



- Not exceedtoa 20* In length 

114.19 

. 88.51 

- Exceedna 20* and upto 40* In length \ 

171.28 

102.77 

- Over 40’ In length 

228.37 

137.02 


Services include Hits at Container Yard for storage. 


3.1.3.(6) Handling at Container Yard lift on/off for delivery / receipt to and from customer!. 



Foreign-going 

Vestel 

? 

Coastal Vessel 

? 

Per FCL Container 



- Not exceeding 20* in lenqth 

230.57 

230.57 

- Exceeding 20’ and upto 40 7 In length 

345.87 

. 345.87 

-Over 40* In length 

461.14 

461.14 

Per empty Container 



- Not exceeding 20’ In lenath 

114.19 

114.19 

- Exceeding 20’ *id upto 40" Hi length 

171.28 

171.28 

- Over 40- Hi length 

228.37 

228.37 


Services Include Hits at CY for landing or taxing Ihe container from or to customer's vehicle. 


1613 Gl/2011—19 
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3.2. Charge* for handling LCL Import and export container. 

3.2.1. Handling by Quay Crane Including laahlngfunlaehlng chargee: 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

US$ 

Coastal Vessel 

X 

Per LCL Container 




14.641 

369.04 

. pyroAdinq 20’ and uDto 40’ In length 

21.96 

553.32 

- Over 40 In length____ 

29 28 

737.92 


Services include handling by quay crane and lashing/ unlashing 


3.2.2.{a) Transportation of Container from QC to Container yard and Vice Versa: 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

X 

Coastal Vessel 

X 

Per LCL Container 



- Not exceeding 20* in length — 

396 40 

237.84 

. Exceeding) 20' and upto 40’ in length 

594.56 

356.73 

- Over 40’ In length _—- 

792.75 

475.65 


Services include transportation of container from Quay to Yard and Vise Versa. 


Handling at Container Yard including lift on/off onto / from the Internal Transfer Vehicle. 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

X 

Coastal Vessel 

? 

Per LCL Container 




230.57 

138.35 

. Prcnofiinn 20’ and uoto 40’ In length 

345.87 

207.52 

- Over 40 in length - 

461.14 

276.68 


Services Indude lifts at Container Yard for storage. 


3.2.2.{c) 


Transport of Container from Ysrd to CFS snd Vise Versa, Loading and Unloading container from / to 
Customers Vehicle and Handling at CFS: 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

X 

Coastal Vessel 

X 

Per LCL Container 



. Not AxcMdina 20* in length 

920.65 

920.65 

. Fxcnadina 20’ and uoto 40’ In length 

1.381.00 

1.381.00 

-Over 40 in length --— 

1.841.34 

1,841.34 


Services Indude landing or loading the container from or to customer's vehicle, stowage planning on vessel and yard, data 
processing and transfer^ data between vessel. CCT and shipping Hne. Delivery of Empty Contarner wiH be charged 

a lift on/off separately. 


3.2.3. Stuffing /destuffing of cargo at the CCT 


----- 

Foreign-going 

Vessel 

* 

Coastal Vessel 

X 

Destufflng/stuffing per container 



. hint AYcnadina 20' in length 

695.57 

382.97 

. CvrAartina 20' and UDto 40' in length 

1.043.35 

574.44 

- Over 40’ in length- 

1.390.84 

765.77 


Note: 1 Services include stuffing or destuffing of LCL containers. 


For stuffing/destuffing half-a-container. 50% of the above-mentioned rates wril be levied. For this purpose, ^stuffing 
Lsteffing % 50% or teas than 50% of a container will be treated as half-a-container If a container .s howevertobe topped 
up orstuffed/ destuffed more than 50%. it will be treated as a full container For customs examination at CFS if only 25% 
less than 25% of a container Is destuffed/stuffed then charges will be 25% of above mentioned rates 







NUT- *■ 
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3.3. Charges for handling ICO Import and export container. 

3.3.1. Handling by Quay Crane including lashingfaniashing chargee. 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

US$ 

Coastal Vassal 

* 

Per loaded Container 



• Not exceeding 2ff In length 

14.64 

369.04 

- Exceedta 2ff and upto 40* in length 

21.96 

653.32 

• Over 40’ in length 

29.28 

737.92 

Per empty Container 



- Not exceeding 2a in length 

14.64 

369.04 

- Exceeding 2a end upto 4a in length 

21.96 

553.32 

- Over 4a In length 

29.26 

737.92 


Services Include handling by quay crane and lashing/u (Hashing. 


3.3 J. Transportation from QC to container Rail Yard A Wee Versa 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

? 

Coastal Vessel 

T 

Per loaded Container 



- Not exceecSng 2a In length 

396.40 

237.64 

- Exceeding 20’ and upto 4a in length 

594.56 

356.74 

-Over 4a in length 

792.76 

475.66 

Per empty Container 



• Not exceeding 2a In lenath 

196.31 

117.79 

- Exceeding 2a and upto 40’ in length 

294.44 

176.66 

-Over 4a in length 

392.61 

235.57 


Services include transport to container rail yard, stowage planning on vessel and yard, data handing, 
processing and transfer between vessel, CCT and shipping line. 


3.3.3 (a) Handling at Container Yard lift on/off on to / from the Internal Tranafer Vehicle: 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

? 

Coastal Vessel 

* 

Per loaded Container 



- Not exceeding 2a in length 

230.57 

138.35 

• Exceeding 2a and upto 40’ In length 

345.87 

207.52 

- Over 4ff in lenath 

461.14 

276.68 

Per empty Container 



- Not exceeding 20' In length 

114.19 

68.51 

- Exceeding 2a and upto 4a in length 

171.28 

102.77 

- Over 40’in length 

228.37 

137.02 


Services indude ifts at Container Yard for storage. 


3.3.3 (b) Handling at Container Rail Yard lift on/off while giving delivery for Rail 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

* 

Coastal Vessel 

f 

Per loaded Container 



- Not exceeding 20’ In length 

230.57 

230.57 

- Exceeding 2a and upto 40’ in length 

34587 

345.87 

-Over4a in length 

461.14 

461.14 

Per empty Container 



- Not exceeding 2a in length 

114.19 

114.19 

- Exceeding 2a and upto 4a in length 

171.28 

171.28 

-Over 4a in length 

228.37 

228.37 


Sendees include lift at container rail yard, data handing, processing and transfer between vessel, CCT and 
shipping line. 
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Charge* for handling Transhipment Containers including handling by on board stevedoring labour at Quay side, 
lashlng/uniashlng charges 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

US5 

Coastal Vessel 

? 

Per loaded Container 



- Not exceeding 20' in length 

17.56 

442.59 

- Exceeding 20* and upto 40 1 In length 

26.35 

664.05 

- Over 40' in length 

35.13 

885.34 

Per empty Container 



- Not exceeding 20* in length 

17.56 

442 59 

- Exceeding 20" and upto 40* In length 

26.35 

664.05 

- Over 40' in length 

35.13 

885.34 


Services indude handling by quay crane (discharge and loading), transport and. lifts, stowage planning on vessel and yard, 
data handling, processing and transfer between vessel, CCT and shipping Hoe. 

Note: 1 A transhipment container sent to CFS, ICD or taken delivery locally sha* be charged the local container rate. 

2 A Shut out charge as per 3.10 shall apply if - 
(a) The vessel nomination is changed ; or 

<b) If the vessel nomination is changed from a later vessel to an earlier vessel after the earlier vessel is berthed. 

3.5. Charges for Hazardous Cargo Containers / Over-dimensional Cargo Container*. 

A premium of 25% will be levied over the applicable handling charges prescribed above for respective categories of 
containers. 

3.6. Charges for Wharfage 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

US$ 

Coastal Vessel 

T 

Per Container (box only) 



- Not exceeding 20' in length 

084 

21.13 

- Exceedina 20’ and upto 40’ in length 

1.26 

31.78 

- Over 40' in length 

1.67 

42.09 

Per Containerised Cargo 

? 

T 


460.10 

276 06 


690.16 

414.10 

- Over 40’ in length 

920.21 

552.12 


1 The charge for containerised cargo in all cases will be in Rupee terms. 

2 The charge for containers in cases of “foreign arrival' and 'foreign departure' wW be in Dollar terms. 

3 The charges for containers in cases of ‘coastal arrival' and coastal departure’ will be in Rupee terms. 

4 Wharfage will be charged on afl containers including ICDs, transhipment. LCL and FCL and empty containers. 


Charges for handling hatch covers for one operation (both opening end closing). 



Foreign-going 

Vessel 

US$ 

Coastal Vessel 

T 

Without landina hatch cover on quay 

11.71 

295 17 

With landing hatch cover on quay___ 

29 28 

737.92 


Half the rate shal be charged if there is only one activity, l.e. either an opening or closing operation. 




IS'V 
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Ctirng— tor tMfMng covrt^nsrs wfthta wii tf (W e ttoawfl 


gghfchafeh {without landing and r—hipping) percorvt^wT _ 

-Nbte«eodhn2g frisnrfh --- 

-ExcsedfrqZr and uptetgle length ___ 

-OgMgrtofcggh _ — — - 

Vta Quay (shifted by landing on Quay & reshippingl percantalner 

- Not mceedinQ 20' In length ___ 

- Exceeding 20' and uoto 4& In length--- 


n ip piy afafei 
Services Or I 


~ -Ba»edtag«randia)«o40r«n»cngd> 

” - Over4ff inton^ti 

d) ~ Supply of otoctrtcjty fr*ladtog < 


r nonWntiag of taapmftm * 
shift or port thereof _ 

- Not excaedtoo 20 Inlentfh 

- Esceedtoii 2ff and redo 4CT to I 

- Over 4ff In length_ 


yard! Parr 


(i) Above tariff doe* not incfcxte parameter setting or repair & maintenance d 

appfcabte tomato* reefer containers. ^ __. , , 

(i) Pre-trip inspection ol the reefer containers and ctoafeng of containers i 


Chargee for a shut out container/ renoniinatlon of oondainers 



Coastal Vessel 


Above charge ahal apply where- 


(i) vi export container or a transhipment container or a reotport container Is shut «* and srtsaquently delvered out cf CCT. 

(II) A container is shut out by one vessel and s^sequendy sfepped on another 

quay crane charges. In this case, the free storage paftodwi be given to the Container in acswdance a*h section 3-t 1from 
STLa thecontainer Is first received. If the tree storage period is exceeded, storage chwges <*■* »• c-ai*ted after the 

expiry of the tree period up to the time of Ml on. 
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4.11. 

81. No. 


Foreign-going Vessel 

Coastal Vessel 


Per container per day or part thereof 

Per container per day or part thereat 


Rates in US$ 

Rites in 


Particulars 

Upto 20’ In 
length 

Above 2D’ and 
upto 40’ in 
length 

Above Win 
length 

Upto 20’ in 
length 

Above 20*and 
upto 40* in 
length 

Above 40’in 
length 

1 

Import-FCL, LCL & Empty 








0- 3days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 


4-15 days 

336 

7.15 

10.73 

150.15 

300.30 

450.45 


16-30 days 

7.15 

14.30 

21.45 

300.30 

600.60 

900.90 


Beyond 30 davs 

14.30 

28.60 

4230 

600.60 

1201.20 

1801.80 i 

2 

Export - FCL, LCL &<Empty 








0-7 days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 


8-15 days 

3.58 

7.15 

10.73 

150.15 

300.30 

450.45 


16-30 days 

7.15 

14.30 

21.45 

300.30 

600.60 

900.90 


Bevond 30 days 

1430 

2860 

42 SO 

600.60 

120130 

1601.80 

3 

CD - Import A Export - 








Loaded A empty 








First todays 

Free 

free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 


11-30 days 

3.58 

7.15 

«L73 

150.15 

300.30 

45045 


31-45 days 

7.15 

1430 

21.45 

30030 

600.60 

900.90 


Beyond 45 daw 

1430 

28.60 

42.90 

600.60 

1201.20 

1801.80 

4 

Transhipment - .Leaded & 








empty 








First 30 days 

Free 

Free 

free 

Free 

Free 

Free 


31-45 days 

3.58 

7.15 

10.73 

150.15 

300.30 

450.45 


46-00 days 

7.15 

1430 

21.45 

300.30 

600.60 

900.90 


Beyond 60 daw 

1430 

28.60 

4290 

600.60 

1201.20 

1801.80 

5 

Shutout-beaded A asqpty 








First 15 days 

3.56 

7.15 

10.73 

150.15 

300.30 

450.45 


16-30 days 

7.15 

14.30 

21.45 

300.30 

600.60 

90090 


Beyond 30 daws 

1430 

28.60 

42.00 

60060 

120130 

1801.80 

0 

Change of eMae to toed 








delivery 








first 3 days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 


4—15 days 

3.58 

7.15 

10.73 

150.15 

300.30 

450.45 


16-30 days 

7.15 

14.30 

21.45 

300.30 

600.60 

900.90 


Beyond 30 davs 

14.30 

28.60 

42.90 

600.60 

1201.20 

1801.80 


S.12.1. Storage period for a container shall be reckoned from toe day foUowwig me day of landing upto the day of toadng / delivery / removal of 

cradatoer. 


For purposes of caiaMian of tee time, Sundays, Customs notified hoidays. and the Terminars r>or>-operatif>g days shal be excluded 

3.12.3. The storage charges shal not accrue for the period during which the CCTL is not in a position to deliver / ship containers when 
requested toy the user. 

3.12.4. 

T iw ahipnient containers whose status is subsequently changed to local FCL/LCUICD shall lose the concessional storage charges. 
The storage charges for such containers shall be recovered at par with the relevant import containers storage tariff. 

312.5. For hazardous container, the storage charges shall be 25% more under the respective slab as given above. 

3.12.5. For over denensional containers inducing the windmill boxes, the storage charges shal be based on the actual number of ground slots 
the respective slab as given above. 

312 ‘ 7 ' tf iyw»« meant far delivery under the -Accredited Client Programme" (ACP) as explained at 1.21 above are not moved out within 3 days 
of its landtog at the terminal, these boxes would be shifted to the normal import stack area from the designated ACP import stack area, 
to which case exfra Uft on/Uft off and/or Shifting charges as applicable would be charged. 

3.12 J. The free time and storage rates prescribed in case of ICD containers are applicable only for movement of containers to/from ICDs going 
by rail only 

3.12.9. Normal Import containers subsequently changing the mode to either LCL or ICD containers wilt enjoy the free period applicable to local 
FCL containers. 

3.12.10. Total storage period for a shut out container shad be calculated from the day following the day when the container has become shut out 
tl the day of shipment/ delivery 


* 


■ ft « 
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3.12. It. The *?** ^ lr c ^* r ®** 00 FQL mHotM)|pv owned; conUdnens *hs4 tekvM upto the date of receipt of 

irtotadon o# abandonment in nriflngar 75 d^pe, fi'wn the date # taming; o# container, whichever is earlier subject to the 
fotowfng condHfons: 

£0- The aenrignee can Issue a letter of aSnndenassnl el anytime. 

W- If the oMatgaea chooses art to issue sucfi Mtar of abandonment; the; cuin shn w A ^e n umu gi cam s te m lee u e s aba ndo nm en t 
letter letijeU tothe rininWha ttrt. 

(a) ThsLtteshrtl rename qietD^y afcwttrtlwialing with catflp aiwf either t>a»hacttitiormow«Hi fTmn UHt pes tt pra mteBa ; 


W The Line ahaipqrrtlport chmg M e g a— J «»tl>ecarge> a a di oe eiei w ! O al tnaHm imtagcuatody ofthe container 



<W- 


3.12.12. 


>nee otwervf ng the necassny 
c on ta ine rs shored be 
the storage charge stm cease to npftyhu* I 

The ground slots far eapott containers wtt tie i 
of vessel. 


- ta - daetuHM;irittlth mu (iTrii eil 

(Customs 
rami deals 

- m the fhaltims IViitei 





S. No. 

— 


1 -j--— - | 

ill 

il 

toTMgltMrt 

upmarba 




flHBIKTTTT^ 

M3UOO 


in. 



660116 


id. 

l»i: i':.iL':r : i i Ai; i ■! i*W m~ c 


641.12 

1.25463 

fisL_ 



9HHUEE1 

1.25463 

(v). 

Addttkmal movement - Terminrt to Ral or bate Terminal/Chargee fer 
extra movement/ transportation 

627.41 

•41.12 

1.25463 

m. 

Change of status of Container from Ral to Road or vice-versa 

627.41 

•41.12 

1.254.83 

(vl). 

Charges for export containers arriving in Mm terminrt after thr gate cut- 
off time for the partaiar VtAN 

627.41 

941.12 

1,254.83 

Ivi>. 

ln'-A .i'aI! EtsT'I 1 1 


71.50 

71.50 

M_ 



426.00 

429.00 

(si_ 

Cancelation of documents - per EIR 

71.50 

71.50 

fl.50 

(*Q- 

Non-declaration / Mfe declaration of Hazardous and Over Dimensional 
containers 

2.14&0O 

2,145.00 

2.145.00 

<xn. 

On- Wheel Customs insoectJon (mr container) 

1 | 

286.00 


MI_ 

FadStatirw Fumkiation of Tobacco Containers 

UBHKiu.ma 1 . 1 ! 

1.000.00 

^KTT7Trn 

<xhr). 

ForkJH charges tor movement of Lashing Bins witNn the TermM (per 
Lashina Bin) 

71.50 

71.50 

71.50 


WOWS 


(I). CanceBation charges apples when EIR is canceled at the request of customers 

(1). “One Door Open" charge is appMcahle for handfog container which requires only one door to be kept open (eg. Orion) and 
when door opening and securing Is canted in the terminal. 

(1). "Fbdng of Seal Bottle seats shafl be fixed on every container arriving at the terminal - by rad /roactfsee without a proper 
bottle seal on It, prior to Blowing Its entry. This shall be done without the written consent of the shipping ins. The 1st of such 
containers on vdricti a seal Is affbesd by the terminal shal be Mfcnatad to the lines. 

(hr). "Fbdng/ removal of Hazardous Sticker*. Hazardous stickers I ndic a t i n g IMCO dess only shal be aflboed on a container 
carrying hazardous cargo. Stately old stickers on the container shal be removed from a container carrying mvhazardous 
cargo. In either case, the customer has to intimate ki writing to CCT to undertake the said activity, wNhbi the terminal. 

(v). On- Wheel Customs Inspection. Tha on-wheel Inspection of a container shal be alowad at the nominated point only, on the 
mitten request of the customer. The container doors can be opened only under customs supervision. No stuffing/ deatuffkig, 
even partUrty, shal be permitted within the terminal premises. 
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(vi) . Additional movement - from terminal to rails siding or rail siding to terminal will be applicable for ICD container moved by 

COT. 

(vii) . Non- Declaration / Mis-dedaration of Hazardous container. The Customer has to declare the hazardous nature of the cargo 

as per the IMC0 rules and furnish toe relevant hazardous details to CCT. The above charges are only for non-declaration/ 
mis-dedaration of the hazardous nature of the container. 

The liabilities and cost towards the consequences arising due to non declaration or mis declaration shall, however , be on the 
customers account. 


3 . 14 . Charges for supply of Fresh Wsterto shipping alongside the container berths. 



Foreign-going 

US$. 

Coastal 

Per 1000 Liters or part thereof 

4.86 

203.93 

C haras* for clearmnca of Garbage on-board 




* 


Per 1 £2 cubic meler ban 

167.31 



4 CHARGES LEVIABLE AT THE CFS 


4.1. 


Mote: 


4.2 


Storage charges 


Period 

Rata par ton or 
part thereof par 
day or part 
tharaof 
f 

First 3 davs 

Free 

4-10 days 

17.88 

11 davs- 20 days 

35.75 

21 (lavs - 30 days 

53.63 

Thereafter 

71.50 


For purposes of calculation of free time, Sundays, Customs notified Hofcdayr, and toe Terminal's non- 
operating days shal be excluded 


Other Charges 


Service 

Unit of levy 

Rate in 

r 

Charges for landtag from/ Loading to vehicle. 

per ton or part 
thereof. 

25.03 

ForkSft charges at toe request of customer. 

per Metric Ton 

12513 

Paddno/ unpacking charges at the request of toe customer. 

per package 

35 75 

Admittance and labeling charges for receiving of cargo for stuffing. 

per Metric Ton 

17.88 

Documentation charges. 

per consignment 

35.75 

Palletization / Depalletization. 

per pallet 

71.50 
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